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3 ‘Aug. 25, 1894. 


To HER Majesty 


AGP THE QUEEN. 


“ Honest water which ne'er left man? the mire.”"—Timon of Athens, act i., s. 2. 


The finest tribute ever accorded to sterling merit is contained in Taz Lascet, of 
, August 8, 1891, 307-8, which embodies the “‘ Report of Tue Lancet Special Commis- 
© gion on Natural Mineral Waters,” “* Johannis"’—the subject of the Report—being selected frum 
amongst the Natural Mineral Waters of the world as worthy of this distinction. 


3 PROMOTES APPETITE. ASSISTS DIGESTION. PROLONGS LIFE 


“ JOHANNIS.” 


THE KING OF NATURAL TABLE WATERS. 
CHARGED ENTIRELY WITH ITS OWN NATURAL GAS. 


To be obtained from all Chemists, Wine Merchants, and Stores at the following 
prices per Dozen delivered :— 


Bottles. }-Bottles. }-Bottles. Bottles. §-Bottles. 
6/- 4/6 3/6 |Country 6/6 5/- 
Ayp or atu W. & A. Giieey’s Aoents THrovcnouT THe Kixepom. 
Springs: London Offices: 
| ZOLLHAUS, GERMANY. 25, REGENT STREET, 8.W. 


SUPPLIED UNDER 
ROYAL WARRANT 








}-Bottles. 
' London 3/9 


; LONDON - MIDLAND GRAND HOTEL 
3 MIDLAN D| (Sr. Pancras, N.W.) (This Hotel is within Shilling cab far" 


"g-inn, I Court’ 

R A I LWAY y ‘emple Bar, and lan Touts, ae 

= Omnibuses to all parts every 
HOTELS. 


Specialities: 


LPH 
ADELPHI HOTEL. 

(The Hotel de Lume of the North.) 
MIDLAND HOTEL. 


(Excellent Restaurant.) 


| LIVERPOOL - 
|'BRADFORD - 
Comrort. | 


Cuistys. | LEEDS - - QUEEN’S HOTEL. 
| Very Movenare Cuances. | DERBY - - MIDLAND HOTEL. 
| W. TOWLE, Manager Midland Railway Hotels. 


CHARMING AUTUMN TOURS TO NORWAY 
FROM LONDON. 


TEN DAYS { 48 os. First Class. 
FOR 45 10s. Second Class, 


; Above prices cover Return Ticket by Steamer and all ex; 
| wines and spirits), and Board and Lodging at an excellent h 
| ship’s oe that port (nearly four days). 

The Wilson Tiners, “ORLANDO” (1,500 tons) and “*ALBANO” (1,100 tons), 
' leaving London alternately every Friday morning.—For full particulars, apply to W. E. 
© Borr & Co., 1, East India-avenue, E.C. . 


mses on board (excepting 
1 in Christiania nies the 


}LEGAL AND GENERAL LIFE ASSURANCE 
SOCIETY. 

ESTABLISHED OVER HALF A CENTURY. 

FLEET STREET, LONDON. 


10, 





FREE, 
SIMPLE, 


TOTAL ASSETS, £2,831,000. INCOME, £ 318,000. 


The Yearly New Business exceeds ONE MILLION. 


TRUSTEES. 

The Right Hon. Lord HALSBURY. 

The Hon. Mr. Justice KEKEWICH. 

The Right Hon. Sir JAMES PARKER DEANE, Q.C., D.C.L. 
FREDERICK JOHN BLAKE, Esq. 

WILUIAM WILLIAMS, Esq. 
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Cases Reported this Week. 
In the Solicitors’ Journal. are john wa Hitchens vee 
(Cass Berore THe Vacation Jupes.) 


Elliot v. Williams In the Weekly Reporter. 


Hanfi le v. Baines ..................... 681 
(Cases or Last Srrrinas.) Harding, In re. Rogers v. Harding ... 677 
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Neville v. Matthewman ......... 

Peake’s Settled Estate, In re . 


| PERE Saha 

CURRENT TOPICS. 

In ANOTHER CoLUMN will be found a list of the actions recentl 
transferred to Mr. Justice Romer, placed in the order in whic 
they are to appear in the daily cause lists. It is worthy of 
observation that the great majority of the transferred actions 
were instituted in the present year, and that only one of them 
was set down for hearing before the month of April. 


Guilford vy. Lambeth 708 

Ho'land, Re. Ex parte Parker v. 
EE neice a: sietisicshaonsernbdemaiie ee 

Hollinrake v. Truswell 








We print elsewhere a set of new rules, which are to be 
known as the Rules of the Supreme Court, August, 189!. They 
represent a portion of the draft Rules which were published at 
the beginning of July in accordance with section 1 of the Rules 
Publication Act, 1893. The first rule (ord. 30, r. 7) is made 
under section 3 of the Supreme Court of Judicature (Procedure) 
Act, 1894, which authorizes the making of rules for regulating 
the means by which particular facts may be proved, and the 
mode in which evidence thereof may be given, on any applica- 
tion upon summons for directions. It is now provided that, on 
the hearing of the summons, the court or a judge may order 
that evidence of any particular fact, to be specified in the order, 
shall be given by statement on oath of information and belief, 
or by production of documents or entries in books, or by copies 
of documents or entries or otherwise, as the court or judge may 
direct. The corresponding rule which was proposed for cases 
relating to the distribution of property (ord. 37, r. 4a, in the draft 
rules) has not been issued. Rule 5 of order 35 (Proceedings in 
District Registries) has been extended so as to allow proceedings 
relating to interpleader orders to be taken in district registries. 
Section 1 (4) of the Supreme Court of Judicature (Procedure) Act, 
1894, enacts that, in matters uf practice and procedure, ever. 
appeal from a judge shall be to the Court of Appeal. Hence it 
has been necessary to amend ord. 54, r. 23, which provides that 
in the Queen’s Bench Division the appeal from a decision of a 
judge at chambers shall be to a divisional court, by excepting 
appeals in matters of practice and procedure. A corresponding 
change has been made in rule 24, which provides that an ap 
from chambers shall be by motion to be made within eight days 
after the decision appealed against. 





Tue new rule 2 of order 62 (Registrars of the Chancery 
Division) carries into effect the pro change with regard to 
the keeping of chancery records. In future, orders made in the 
Chancery Division will not be entered in the office of the 
Chancery Registrars, and the original given out to the 
solicitor having the carriage of the order. The practice will be 
reversed. ‘The original order is to be filed under the direction of 
the senior registrar, and a duplicate will be supplied without fee 
to the solicitor or person having the carriage of the order. 
Ordinarily the ae will be supplied one clear day after the 
order has been left at the Chancery Registrar’s Office, but in 
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ent cases sooner, if so directed by the officer by whom the 

er has been drawn up. In the case of printed orders, a 
rinted copy will be marked as a duplicate and duly examined 
fore sealing. As under the present practice, calendars or 
indexes of orders will be made so that the same may be conveni- 
ently referred to when required, and the original orders when 
filed are to be bound up in volumes. An order is not to be 
amended except upon production of the last duplicate issued. 
The duplicate will then be also amended and the amendment 


sealed. 


Tux most important of the new rules are those relating to 
originating summonses. Rules 4, c, p, and = of order 54 
(Applications and Proceedings at Chambers), which were intro- 
duced in November last, are annulled, and are replaced by rules 
correspondingly numbered. A further rule (rule 4r) enumerates 
the cases in which a respondent to an originating summons is 
not to be required to enter an appearance. Order 71 (Inter- 
pretation of Terms), so far as it provides that an originating 
summons means a summons by which proceedings are com- 
menced without writ, is annulled, and there is substituted the 
definition to which we have already called attention (ante, p. 
612): “ Originating summons means every summons other than 
a summons in a pending cause or matter.’’ The result of these 
changes is to divide originating summonses into two classes : 
those to which an appearance is required, and those to which no 
appearance is required. The former are returnable in eight 
days, and will be in the form provided by the Rules of Novem- 
ber, 1893 (App. K., Furms Nos. 1 a and). The latter, by virtue 
of the new rul; 4z of order 54, are returnable in two days, and 
will be in the form (App. K., No. 1c) given with the new rules. 
There is also a form (No. 11) for an ex parte originating sum- 





mons. The effect of the new definition of an originating sum- 
mons is, as we have already pointed out, to consign to oblivion 
the decision of the Court of Appeal in Re Holloway (42 W. R. 
433), and to terminate the confusion and inconvenience conse- 
quent thereon. The Court of Appeal there decided that an 
originating summons was a summons by which proceedings were 
commenced without writ which might otherwise have been 
commenced by writ. This definition cut out the numerous cases 
in which a summons originated proceedings which could not in 
any event have been commenced by writ. The new definition 
gives to the originating summons a wider scope, and makes it 
correspond to its name. Shortly, an originating summons is a 
summons which originates proceedings. 





Is TeE case of Le Clergy Orphan Corporation (ante, p. 695) the | 
Court of Appeal have practically come to the same conclusion | 
on the effect of section 62 of the Charitable Trusts Act, 1855 (16 | 
& 17 Vict. c. 137), aa Lord Romitty in Sons of the Clergy v. | 
Sutton (27 Beay. 651), but upon different grounds. The ques 
tion raised in these cases is whether a charity can sell, without | 
the consent of the Charity Commissioners, land which has been | 
purchased with money given for the general purposes of thie | 
charity. Section 62 introduces various exemptions from the | 
Charitable Trusts Act, aud, infer alia, it exempts religious and | 
charitable institutions which are wholly maintained by voluntary | 
contributions ; and, further, it provides that ‘‘ where any charity | 
is maintained partly by voluntary subscriptions, and partly by 
income arising from any endowment, the powers and pro- 
visions of the Act shall, with respect to such charity, 
extend and apply to the income from endowment only, to 
the exclusion of voluntary subscriptions, and the applica- 
tion thereof.’ Then it is weevil that no donation or be- 
quret to any euch mixed charity, ‘of which no special appli- 
cation or appropriation shall be directed or declared by the 
donor or testator, and which may legally be applied by the 
governing or managing body of such charity in aid of the | 
voluntary subscriptions,” is to be subject to the Charity Com- 
missioners or to the provisions of the Act; and no part of any 
such donation or bequest, or of any voluntary subscription, is to 
become subject to the commissioners, or to the provisions of the 
Act, by reason of ite being set apart by the governing body for 
some defined purpose connected with the charity. By section 66 
“ endowment” is defined as including “ all lands and real estate | 








| whom he had granted the freehold. 


whatsoever of any tenure, and any charge thereon, or interest 
therein, and all stocks, funds, moneys, securities, investments, 
and personal estate whatsoever, which shall for the time 
being belong to or be held in trust for any charity, 
or for all or any of the objects or purposes thereof.” 
In construing these sectious Lord Rowi.ty first tried to discover 
what distinction was intended to be drawa in section 62 between 
voluntary subscriptions and incomo arising from endowment, 
and, holding that voluntary subscriptions did not lose that 
character because they were inv«sted and became a permanent 
source of income, he restricted endowments, in accordance with 
the later provisoes, to donations and bequests of which some 
special application had been directed; and he introduced a 
corresponding restriction in dealing with the definition clause, 
He thus arrived at the result that only endowments appro- 
priated to special purposes were within the Act, and that the 
proceeds of voluntary subscriptions did not become endowments 
even though invested in the purchase of land. Tho Court of 


Appeal have now overruled his interpretation of the definition © 


clause. ‘‘ Endowment” is to be taken, in the wide sense there 
given to it, to include all property of every description belong- 
ing to or held in trust for a charity; and hence, upon the 
initial provision of section 62 with regard to mixed charities, 
it would be necessary to hold that ‘‘income from endow- 
ment’ includes income from all invested property. But 
the restriction which Lord Romitty introduced can still be 
found in the subsequent provisoes of section 62. If a donation 
or bequest has been made in such manner that it is not appro- 
priated to any specific purpose and can be applied as income, it 
forms an exception from tho previous enactment ; and, although 
the governing body do not spend it, but keep it as an income- 
bearing fund, yet the exempticn still continues, and it does not 
fall under the control of the Charity Commissioners. Land, 
accordingly, which has been purchased with such funds, may 
still, as hitherto (cf. Royal Society v. Thompson, 29 W. R. 838, 
17 Ch. D. 407; Finnis to Forbes, 32 W. R. 55, 24 Ch. D. 591; 
and Sons of the Clergy and Skinner, 41 W. R. 461), be sold 
without the sanction of the Charity Commissioners. 


DUTY. 


(continued), 


THE NEW ESTATE 
Il.—THE FINANCE ACT, 189} 

PROPERTY IN RESPECT OF WHICH DuTy-Is Nor PAYABLE.—Some 
classes of property of this nature have already been incidentally 
mentioned. It appears to consist of :— 

(1) Property the interest in which of the deceased, or other person 
whose interest ceased on the death of the deceased, was only an interest 
as holder of an office, or recipient of the benefits of a charity, or asa 
corporation sole (section 2 (1) (b)).—This applies to cases where 
the deceased was the head or fellow of a college, or the master of 
an endowed grammar school, and, as such, was entitled to the 
use of a house, or was entitled to the use of an almshouse, or 
was a beneficed clergyman. 

(2\ Property passing on the death of the deceased shall not be 


| deemed to include property held by the deceased as trustee for another 


person, under a disposition not made by the deceased, or under @ 
disposition made by the deceased more than twelve months before his 
death, where possession and enjoyment of the property was bond fide 


| assumed by the beneficiary immediately upon the creation of the trust, 


and thenceforward retained to the entire exclusion of the deceased, or of 
any benefit to him by contract or otherwise (section 2 (3) ),— 
The last-mentioned provision was probably introduced to pre- 
vent some pretty obvious methods of evading the Act. For 
example, it was not uncommon in some parts of England for an 
old person to graut an immediate estate in feo simple to the 
person whom he wished to benefit at his death, retaining only a 
short term of years, during which he would probably die. By 
his will he bequeathed the residue of the term to the person 
In this case, before 
passing of the Act, death duties would bo payable in respect of 
the leasehold interest only : now they will be payable in respect 
of the fee simple. 

It will be noticed that the word “ disposition” is emphatic, #0 
that where a person becomes trustee morely by operation 
law no duty is payable on his death, notwithstanding that he 
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dies within twelve months of becoming a trustee, or that 
possession is not taken by the beneficiary. For example, let A. 
contract to sell his land to B.; as soon as the purchase-money is 

aid A. becomes a trustee for B.; still, duty will not be payable 
in respect of the land on A.’s death before conveyance, as he is 
not a trustee under a disposition made by himself. 

(3) Property passing on death by virtue of purchase.—Estate 
duty is not to be payable “‘in respect of property passing on the 
death of the deceased by reason only of a bond fide purchase 
from the person under whose disposition the property passes 
> * where such purchase was made for full con- 
sideration in money or money’s worth paid to the vendor 
. . . for his own use or benefit”: section 3 (1). 

The word “only” appears to be emphatic. There is no 
magic in form. A person may make one disposition by two 
deeds, as in the disused conveyance by lease and release, or two 
persons may make different dispositions by the same deed. If 
A. contracts to sell land to B., and before any conveyance is 
made B. sells to a sub-purchaser, O., the two contracts may be 
carried into effect by two deeds, by the first of which A. conveys 
to B., and by the second of which B. conveys to O., or, accord- 
ing to the more usual and convenient practice, they may be 
carried into effect by one deed, by which A. conveys directly to 
0. at the direction of B. In either case there are two disposi- 
tions, one by A. and one by B. 

The section appears to apply in the three cases following :— 

(i.) Where the owner sells a life interest and retains the 
reversion. 

(ii.) Where the owner sells the reversion and retains the life 
interest. 

(iii.) Where the owner sells both the life interest and the 
reversion to different persons, the sales being either simulta- 
neous or not. 

On the other hand, “if the owner sells, and the purchaser 
directs the property to be conveyed to A. for life, with remainder 
to B., the section appears not to apply, because the deed is not 
the disposition of the vendor only, but is in reality a disposi- 
tion by him and also a disposition by the purchaser. 

It appears to follow that, in the case which sometimes occurs, 
where money is settled on such trusts as father and son shall 
jointly appoint, and they lay it out in the purchase of land to 

@ settled to the use of the father for life with remainder to the 
use of the son in fee, it may be possible to escape duty by 
appointing the money to the father and son according to an 
actuarial valuation of the value of an estate for life to the 
fathér and a remainder in fee to the son, and then by the 
father purchasing the estate for life and the son purchasing the 
remainder in fee for separate considerations. 

‘* Paid to the vendor or grantor for his own use or benefit.””—The 
words ‘‘ for his own use and benefit ’’ occur in several places in 
the Act. They appear only to mean that the money is to be 

id to the vendor or grantor as distinguished from being paid 
ed his direction to a volunteer. They appear, however, to in- 

ude the case where the money is paid by the direction of the 
vendor or grantor to his creditor, or to a person holding a 
mortgage on his property, as a payment of this nature really 
amounts to a payment by the purchaser to him, and a payment 
by him to a person who could have insisted on being paid. It 
does not appear that the words point at the manner in which 
the vendor or grantor intends to epply the money. All that 
they point at is that the money must be paid to him or to some 
person who has a right to be paid by him. 

The words ‘for his own use,” &c., create some difficulty 
in cases where the vendor or grantor is a trustee, because any 
moneys paid to him are in fact received by him, not for his 
own benefit, but for the benefit of his cestus gue trusts. It must, 
however, be remembered that in some cases where property was 

iven to a trustee “for his own use and benefit” it was held 
that the words did not mean that he was to take any beneficial 
interest, and that they were only inserted for the p of 
stating emphatically that he was to make the proper application 
of it without any interference by the person paying it to him : 
Meryon v. Collett (8 Beav. 386), Hames v. Hames (2 Keon 646), 
Probably, therefore, the mere fact of the money being toa 
trustee, where it is his duty as trustee to receive it, either in 


the trust or of the terms of some _will not prevent it 
from being paid to him “for his own use and benefit” within 
the meaning of the Act. 

The words at the ond of the section “ or in the case of a lease 
for the use or benefit of any person for whom the grantor was a 
trustee,” which were inserted on the report of the Bill, may 
seem to throw some doubt on the correctness of the view taken 
above, owing to the doctrine of “‘expressio unius.” But whatever 
difficulties these words may create, it is really incredible to 
suppose that where a reversion is purchased under such circum- 
stances that it would not be liable to duty if it were conveyed 
to the purchaser by a vendor who was absolutely entitled to it, 
the mere fact of its being conveyed by a vendor who is a trustee 
would render it liable to duty. The case, however, is one which 
is not likely to occur in practice. 

(4) A small annuity —A single (i.¢., one) annuity not exceed- 
ing twenty-five pounds, purchased or provided by the deceased, 
either by himself alone or in concert or arrangement with any 
other person, for tie life of himself and of some other person, 
and the survivor of them, or to arise on his own death in favour 
of some other person, is not liable to estate duty ; and if, in any 
case, there is more than one such annuity, the annuity firat 
granted will be alone entitled to the exemption (section 15 (1) ). 

(5) Indian Government pensions.—A pension or annuity payable 
by the Government of British India to the widow or child of any 
deceased officer of such Government is exempt from duty, not- 
withstanding that the deceased contributed during his lifetime 
to any fund out of which such pension or annuity is paid 
(section 15 (3) ). 

(6) Advowsons.—Estate duty will not be payable in respect 
of any advowson or Church patronage which would have been 
free from succession duty under section 24 of the Succession 
Duty Act, 1853 (section 15 (4) ). 

(7) Small estates —The provisions of 44 & 45 Vict. c. 12, as. 
33, 35, and 36, are to apply to the case where the gross value of 
the property — on death liable to estate duty, ‘‘ exclusive of 
property settled otherwise than by the will of the deceased, does 
not exceed £500”; if it does not exceed £300, the fixed duty is 
to be 30s.; if it exceeds £300 and does not exceed £500, the 
fixed duty is to be 50s. (section 16 (1) ). 

(8) Gifts of specific articles to public bodies.—Section 15 (2) is 
as follows :—‘‘ It shall be lawful for the Treasury to remit the 
estate duty or auy other duty leviable on, or with reference to, 
death, in respect of any a ees prints, books, manuscripts, 
works of art, or scientific collections as appear to the Treasury 
to be of national, scientific, or historic interest, and to be given 
or bequeathed for national p or to any university, or to 
any county council or municipal corporation ; and no » 
respect of which is so remitted shall be 


the duty in 

with any other property for the purpose of the rate of 
estate duty” (com 39 Geo. 3, c. 73, and 55 3, oe. 184, 
Schedule, Part III.). 


Tue Rate or Estate Dury.—In order to determine the rate 
of the estate duty in respect of property passing on the death, 
all the property so passing is s> as to form one 
estate, and duty is leviable on the principal value of it at the 
rates following (sections 4 (1), 17) :— 











Where the Principal Value of the Estate “Tuo 
£ sa d. 
Exceeds 100 and does not exceed 500 | 10 0 
a 500 va xe 1,000 | 200 
9 1,000 ” 9 10,000 | 30 0 
es 10,000 “ . 25,000 400 
= 25,000 “ a 50,000 410 0 
re 50,000 7 he 75,000. 5 0 0 
» 75,000 *” »” 100,000 | 510 0 
a aa "450,000 600 
or $50,000 610 0 
” 250,000 ” » _ 500, 70 0 
ot 500,000 ae »» 1,000,000 71 0 
1,000,000 . ove 8 0 0 


”» 


\ 


The provisions as to small estates to be found in section 16 








consequence of the express provisions of the instrument creating 





have just been referred to. 
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Excertions to Acorecation.—(1) But property passing on 
death, in which the deceased never had an interest, and property 
which, under a disposition not made by the ye nal 4 passes 
on the death of the deceased to some person other than the 
wife or husband, or a lineal ancestor or descendant of the 
deceased, is not to be aggregated, but is to form an estate by 
itself, and duty is to be paid at the proper graduated rate 
thereon (section 4). For example, if A. settles property on 
trust for B. during C.’s life, on C.’s death the property so 
settled is not to be aggregated with the rest of the property 
passing on C.’s death, but it is to form an estate by itself. 
Again, suppose that A. settles property on B. for life, remainder 
to B.’s sons successively in tail, with remainder to C. for life ; 
then if B. has no sons, on his death the property will pass to C., 
and will not be aggregated with the rest of the property passing 
on B.’s death. 

It should be added that where any benefit under a disposition 
not made by the deceased is taken by the wife or husband, or a 
lineal ancestor or descendant of the deceased, such benefit is 
to be aggregated with the other property passing at the death 
of the deceased. For instance, in the last example, if B.’s wife 
became entitled to a jointure on his death, the value of the 
—e would be aggregated with the property passing on B.’s 
death. 

(2) Small estates—Where the net value of the property in 
respect of which estate duty is payable on the death of the 
deceased, ‘‘ exclusive of property settled otherwise than by the 
will of the deceased,” does not exceed £1,000, it is not to be 
aggregated for the purpose of calculating estate duty; and 
where either the fixed duty or the estate duty is paid, legacy 
and eestteticn duty shall not be paid in respect of it (section 
16 (3) ). 


LEGISLATION IN PROGRESS. 

Bits Passep into Law.—On the 17th inst. the Royal Assent 
was given to the Charitable Trusts Acts Amendment, Industrial 
Schools, British Museum (Purchase of Land), Locomotive Threshing 
Engines, Valuation of Lands (Scotland) Acts Amendment, Nautical 
Assessors (Scotland), Public Libraries (Ireland) Acts Amendment, 
Prize Courts, Prevention of Cruelty to Children Bills, and to a 
namber of provisional orders and local and private Bills. 


REVIEWS. 
BOOKS RECEIVED. 


A Practical Treatise on Patents, Trade-Marks, and Designs. With 
a Digest of Colonial and Foreign Patent Laws; the Text of the 
Patents, Designs, and Trade-Marks Acts, 1583-1888 (Consolidated) ; 
the Rules, Fees, and Forms relating to Patents, Designs, and Trade- 
Marks (Consolidated) ; the International Convention for the Protec- 
tion of Industrial Property ; Precedents of Agreements, Assignments, 
Licences, Mortgages, &c.; and a full Analytical Index. By Davin 
Pottox, A.M.I.C.E., Fellow of the Chartered Institute of Patent 
Agents, Barrister-at-Law. Jordan & Sons. 

The Law relating to Municipal Corporations in England and Wales. 
First Edition by the late T. J. Anxorp. Fourth Edition by WiLLIAM 
W. Mackenzie, Barrister-at-Law, and Sir Samvet Greorcr Jonun- 
sos, Knt., Town Clerk and Clerk of the Peace of the Town and 
County of the Town of Nottingham. Shaw & Sons. 


CORRESPONDENCE. 


where the deceased was one of several trustees) there will be nothin 
amongst his papers to tell them that he was a trustee, much less sue 
age wy as they must have to enable them to make the affidayit, 
Why they should be required to put the estate of the deceased to the 
expense necessarily incident to obtaining all this information is more 
than I can understand. Not only are they required to specify the 
property of which the deceased was trustee, ‘but the names and 
addresses of the surviving trustees ‘‘and of the beneficiaries.’’ To 
name the beneficiaries may in many cases involve the construction of 
the trust instrument, of which, in all human probability, the deceased 
had not the custody nor even a copy. 

These difficulties may be multiplied by the number of the estates of 
which the deceased was trustee. 

No provision seems to be made for the cases (and they must 
necessarily exist) where the books and papers of the deceased do not 
shew whether the testator was a trustee or not. 

According to the form the executor must either swear the deceased 
was not a trustee or give the required particulars. I suppose the 
authorities will say the executor must advertise or adopt some other 
means of finding out. Just conceive the delay all this will entail in 
a case of urgency. 

To require particulars of this kind from executors is most unjust 
and unfair. 

Of course it is “inquisitorial,” but I venture to think it will be 
found to be too intolerable to be continued. Meantime, early 
applicants will have to suffer the burden of proving its unworkable 
character. Joun H. Kenton, 

Union-chambers, 14, North John-street, Liverpool, August 18. 








NEW ORDERS, &c. 
RULES OF THE SUPREME COURT, AUGUST, 1894. 
ORDER XXX., RULE 7. 

1. Evidence.| On the hearing of the summons, the Court or a 
Judge may order that evidence of any particular fact, to be specified 
in the order, shall be given by statement on oath of information and 
belief, or by production of documents or entries in books, or by 
copies of documents or entries or otherwise as the Court or Judge 
may direct. 

ORDER XXXYV., RULE ia. 
2. District registrars.) At the end of Order XXXV., Rule 5, add: 
(/.) Interpleader Orders. 


ORDER LIV., RULE 48. 

3. Form and issue of originating summons.| An originating sum- 
mons shall be in Form No. 14 or B, Appendix K., or in the Form G, 
or H., Appendix K., to these Rules, with such variations as circum- 
stances may require. It shall be prepared by the applicant or his 
solicitor, and shall be sealed in the Central Office, or in Probate 
matters in the Probate Registry, or in Admiralty matters in the 
Admiralty Registry, and when so scaled shall be deemed to be issued. 
The person obtaining the summons shall leave at the Central Office, 
Probate Registry, or Admiralty Registry, as the case may be, a copy 
thereof, which shall be filed and stamped in the manner required by 
law. In Probate and Admiralty matters the signature of the Presi- 
dent shall be deemed to be equivalent to sealing. 


ORDER LIV., Ruz 4c. 

4. Appearance to originating summons.] The parties served with an 
originating summons shall, except as herein-after provided, before 
they are heard, enter appearances at the Central Office, or in Probate 
matters at the Probate Registry, or in Admiralty matters at the 
Admiralty Registry, and give notice thereof. A party so served may 
appear at any time before the hearing of thesummons. If he appears 
at any time after the time limited by the summons for appearance he 
| shall not, unless the Court or a Judge shall otherwise order, be en- 
titled to any further time for any purpose, than if he had appeared 
according to the summons. 


ORDER LIV., RuLE 4p. 





THE FINANCE ACT, 1494. 
[7 0 the Editor of the Solicitor? Journal.) 


Sir,—I have just obtained the form of affidavit to be made by 
execators and perwms applying for 4 grant of probate or letters of 
sAministration under this Act. The last paragraph is as follows: 

“* The deceased was posscesed of or entitled to property as a trustee, 
and nt benclicially. The short particulars of such property and of 


the dispxsition, and the names and addresses of the surviving trustees 
(if any). amd of the beneficiarics, are shewn in the statement hereto 
suneze’ and markel.” 

Can any thing be wore unfair than to require executors to give all 
these particulars ° 


In a very large number of cases (particularly 





5. Attendance under originating summons.] The day and hour for 
| attendance under an originating summons to which an oa is 
| required to be entered shall after appearance be fixed by notics, 
| sealed with the seal of the Central Office in the case of a summons 
| issued in the Queen’s Bench Division, or of the Chambers of the 
Judge to whom such summons is assigned in the case of a summons 
| issued in the Chancery Division, or of the Probate Registry in the 
case of Probate matters, or of the Admiralty Regist y in the case of 
Adwiralty matters. Such notice shall be in Form No. lr, Ap 
K. ‘The notice shall be served on the defendant or respondent by 
| delivering a copy thereof at the address for servico named in the 
| memorandum of appearance of such defendant or respondent not lew 
than four clear days before the return day. The day and hour for 
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the hearing of an ex parte summons shall in the Chancery Division be 
fixed at the Chambers of the Judge to whom the matter is assigned 
on production of the originating summons. 


ORDER LIV., RULE 4£. 


6. Service of summonses not being originating summonses.) Every 
summons, not being an originating summons to which an appearance 
is required to be entered, shall be served two clear days before the 
return thereof, unless in any case it shall be otherwise ordered. Pro- 
vided that in case of summonses, for time only, the summons may be 
served on the day previous to the return thereof. 


ORDER LIV., RULE 4F. 


7. When appearances not required.] A respondent to an originating 
summons — 
(1.) Under the Solicitors Act, 1843; 
(2.) For solicitor to deliver papers ; 
(3.) Under the Arbitration Act, 1889 ; 
(4.) Under Order LVII., Rule 1, for interpleader relief ; 
(5.) Under Order LXI., Rule 27, to enter memorandum of satis- 
faction ; 
(6.) Relating to parliamentary or municipal elections petitions ; 
(7.) For inspection of register of Joint Stock Company ; 
(8.) For relief under Bills of Sale Act, 1882, by grantor of bill of 
sale ; 
(9.) Under section 17 of the Marrjed Women’s Property Act, 1882 ; 
(10.) In Probate matters (where there is no pending cause or 
matter) relating to— 
(a.) Acceptance of foreign securities, 
(b.) Applications for grant notwithstanding caveat, 
(c.) Leave to withdraw caveat after warning ; 
shall not be required to enter an appearance. 


ORDER LIV., Rue 23. 


8. Appeal from Chambers.] In the Queen’s Bench Division, except 
in matters of practice and procedure, the appeal from a decision of a 
Judge at Chambers shall be to a Divisional Court. 


ORDER LIV., RULE 24. 


9. Hight day motion.| In the Queen’s Bench Division, except in 
matters of practice and procedure, every appeal to the Court from 
any decision at Chambers shall be by motion, and shall be made 
within eight days after the decision appealed against, or if no Court 
to which such — can be made shall sit within such eight days, 
then on the first day on which any such Court may be sitting after 
the expiration of such eight days. 


10 


ORDER LXIIL., Ruiz 2. 


10. Chancery records,| (1.) Every order which, according to the 
practice at the time when these Rules come into operation, would 
require to be entered in the office of the Chancery Registrars, shall 
for the future be filed under the direction of the Senior Regis- 
trar. An entry of the filing thereof shall be made in books to be 
kept for that purpose, and all orders made throughout any year 
shall be numbered consecutively in the order in which they are filed. 
Every order so filed shall be deemed to be duly entered, and the date 
of such filing shall be deemed the date of entry. In the case of 
procedure orders drawn up in Chambers, no entry thereof shall be 
necessary before an attachment can be issued for disobedience 
thereof. 

(2.) A duplicate of every order shall, one clear day after the same 
shall have been left at the Chancery Registrar's office, or in urgent 
cases sooner, if so directed by the officer by whom the same has been 
drawn up, be supplied out of the said office without fee to the 
solicitor or person having the carriage of the order; and wherever 
any Rule or Order, or the practice of the Court, uires the produc- 
tion or service of the original order, it shall be sutlicient to produce 
or serve the duplicate. 

(3.) In the case of printed orders, a printed copy shall be marked 
asa duplicate and duly examined before sealing the same. In the 
case of written orders, a duplivate shall be written without abbre- 
Viations, and carefully examined by writers epecially selected for 
that purpose, under the direction ob the Scrivenery Board, and the 
examination thereof certified in such manner as the Board shall 
direct; and no duplicate shull be sealed unless such examination 
shall have been so certified. Every duplicate shall be sealed before 
being issued, and there shall be noted thereon the number of the 
order, the date of entry, and the amount of the stamp on the 
original order, 

4.) A further duplicate may at any time, with the sanction of the 
Senior Registrar, and on payment of the prescribed foe, be issued on 
the Senior Registrar boing satisfiod of tho loss of the duplicate, and 


Rule shall be made under the. direction of the Senior Registrar, so 
that the same may be conveniently referred to when required, and 
the original orders made in each year, when filed, shall from time to 
time be bound up in volumes. Such volumes and calendars, or in- 
dexes, shall from time to time be transmitted to the Filing and Record 
Department of the Central Office, to be there preserved, and shall at 
all times during office hours be accessible to the public on payment of 
the usual fee. ‘ 

(6.) An order shall not be amended except upon production of the 
duplicate last issued, which shall, after the onginal order has been 
amended, be also amended in accordance therewith under the direction 
of the Senior —, and the amendment in the duplicate shall be 
sealed under the like direction. 

(7.) For the purposes of this Rule “‘ order” shall include judgment ; 
and the Senior Registrar and the Scrivenery Board respectively sk 
give such directions as may be necessary for carrying this Rule into 
effect. 

ORDER LXXI., Rutz 1a. 


11. Definition.] Originating summons means every summons other 
than a summons in a pending cause or matter. 

12, a The following Rules of the Supreme Court, 1583, are 
hereby annulled :— 

Order LIV., Rule 4, B, c, D, and B, and Rules 23 and 24. 

Order LXII., Rules 2 and 3. 

Order LXXT., so far as it provides that an originating sum- 
mons means a summons by which proceedings are commenced 
without writ. 

13. Citaticn.] These Rules may be cited as the Rules of the Supreme 
Court, August, 1894, and each rule may be cited se tely 5); Aes 
heading thereof with reference to the Rules of the Supreme Court, 
1883. They shall come into operation on the 24th of October, 1894, 


FORMS. 
APPENDIX K. 
Form No. 1G- 
Originating evuenaas Kael Order LIV., Rule 4F. 


In the High Court of Justice, 

Division. 
If in the Chancery Division add the name of the Judge to whom 
the matter is assigned. 

In the matter of A.B., a solicitor. 
Let A.B. of attend [if in the Chancery Division, at 
the Chambers of Mr. Justice , at the time specified in the 
margin hereof] [if in Queen’s Bench, the Judge [or Master) in Cham- 
bers, Central Office, Royal Courts of Justice, Strand, Lo , on the 
day of ce ] [if in Probate Division 
at the Probate Registry, or if in Admiralty Division, at the Admiralty 
Registry] on the hearing of an application on the part of 
. [State relief sought. ] 
Note.—It will not be necessary for you to enter an appearance in 
the Central Office, but if you do not attend either in person or by 
your solicitor, at the time and place above-mentioned [or at the time 
mentioned in the indorsement hereon], such Order will be made and 
proceedings taken as the Judge may think just and expedient. 


APPENDIX K. 
Form No. In. 
Form of Ex parte Originating Summons. 
189 . B. No. 
In the High Court of Justice, 
Chancery Division. 
In the matter of 1. 2., an infant. 
an as may be] 
Let all parties concerned attend at the Chambers of Mr. Justice 
, at the Royal Courts of Justice, Strand, Middlesex, at 


the time specified in the margin hereof, on the hearing of an - 
tion on the of the above-named A.2., an infant, by C.D, his 
next friend, that, &c. 

This summons was taken out by of in 
the county of Sete for , of 
in the county of , solicitors for the applicant. 


The 18th of August, 18%, 
Signed Hersenenn, C. 

, Russkeuz or Kizzowex, CJ. 

Esure, MLR. 

Rowarp BR. Kay, LJ. 

F. H. Jrcrn, P. 

A. L. Surrn, LJ, 





that the person applying is proporly entitled to it, 
(5,) Calendars or indexes of the ordors entered in pursuance of this 


Josxrn W. Currry, J. 
Artuvr Cuanras, J, 
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TRANSFER OF ACTIONS. 


The following are the actions transferred to Mr. Justice Romer by order 
dated 13th August, 1894, placed in the order in which they are to come 


into the daily list :— 


Wood v Nield 

Clerkenwell Vestry v Stubbs 

Baker v Hearn 

Gale v Ingledew 

In re Pyemont, Collett v Rhodes 

Cole v mell 

Kibble v Fairthorne 

In re Cooper, Cooper v Smith 

In re Palmer, Palmer v Palmer 

Sandle v Macer 

De Witt v Burton 

Wright v Lister 

Ecclesiastical 
Wodehouse 

Crowly v Mogg 

Upshall vy Thomson 

Earl of Shaftesbury v Poore 

In re Horsley, Anderson v Horsley 

n v Lydall 

Bayley v Ovenden 

Crabtree v Sutcliffe 

Stringfellow v Ponthieu 

Wylie v Buer 

Davidson v Davidson 

In re Daniel, Hadderton v Jenkins 

Jaffray v Law Union and Crown 
Fire and Life Insurance Co 

Cartwright & Coxall v Holland & 
Andrews 

Jodrell vy White 

Leicester v Pimblett 

Chadburn v Mechan 

In re Companies Act, 1862, and In 
re The -United Kingdom Terra 
Cotta Fire and Sound Proof Brick 
Co,ld motion (ordered to go into 
witness list) 

Smith v Wallace 

Burgess v Feldman 

Ingham v De Manin, De Manin v 
Ingham 

King v Vane 

Metropolitan, Birmingham, and 
South Wales Bank, ld v Wake- 
field 

Williams v Bratby 

Townson v Bowness Local Board 

In re Bryant, Hopkins v Bryant 

In re Richards, Bostock v Richards 


Commissioners v 


County of Gloucester Bank, ld v 


Sparks 
Grant v Duval Restaurants for 
London, ld 


Westyr Evans v Smith 


| Ticket Punch Register Co, ld v 


Collyer’s Patents, ld 

MacDougall v Montague 

Harris v Collyns, jun 

In re Bowling, Rankin v Gilbertson 

Chase v Newham 

London and Provincial Bank, ld v 
Agar 

Peek v Ray 

Ebbetts v Conquest 

Statham v Barratt 

In re Denshain & Sons’ Trade- 
Marks, 60,774 and 71,541, and 
Patents, Designs, &c, Acts motion 
(ordered to go into witness list) 


| Haynes v Quicke 


Marquis of Bristol v Robertson 

Hutchinson v Barker 

Hutchinson v Lafarelle 

Ainsworth v Wilding 

In re The Letters Patent of John 
Deeley, jun, 14,526, of 1884, and 
the Patents, Designs, &c, Acts, 
1883 to 1888 

Walsh v Shaw 

Knight v Chambers 

Riches v Palmer, Malins vy Palmer 

Barlow v Moxon 

Goucher v Laing 

Barton v Hanley 

Clapham v Clark 

Kirkhouse v Kirkhouse 

Leys Malleable Castings Co, id v 
3agshawe Bros & Co 

Kayler v Rowell, Claire, & Co, ld 

Simplified Permanent Benefit Build- 
ing Soc v Dubey 

Bolton v Curre 

Howell v Howell 

Grubb v Durrant 

Osman v Sercombe 

Dashwood & Co, ld v East Grin- 
stead Gas and Water Co 

Emson v Wrentmore 


CASES OF THE WEEK. 


Before the Vacation Judge. 
ELLIOT vr. WILLIAMS—22nd August. 
Practice—Coxtempt—Insexcrion—Incitinc Persons To Trespass. 


In this case a dispute had arisen as to a public right of way over a piece 
of ground at Whitby which the plaintiff had enclosed, and for admittance 
to which the public were charged. The plaintiff had obtained an injunc- 
tion from Wright, J., restraining the defendant from trespassing on this 
ground and inciting other people to trespass. It was alleged by the 
plaintiff that a crowd of people assembled near a flagstaff adjoining the 
ground, end that the defendant, though he had been restrained by 
Wright, J., stood on a seat addressing the crowd there assembled. He 
gave (it was said) a description of his journey to London and his appear- 
ance before the judge. He was, he said, the only person prevented 
from going on the land, but there was nothing to prevent other people 
from doing so. He should come up there every day to take the air; 
though he was restrained from going on the ground, he could walk along 
the edge of it, which he would proceed to do. It was stated that the 
defendant then walked along the road bounding the grounds within 
a foot of the edge thereof accompanied by the crowd, the greater num- 
ber of whom walked on the grounds. An inspector of police ordered 
some cf the men off, but they jeered at him, and said he could not 
prevent them going on. The evidence also alleged that there was a great 
uproar, and a violent aseault made by several roughs on an old man who 
ventured to expostulate with the defendant on his conduct, and threats 
were nade to throw the old man over the cliff. This assault was said to 
have taken place within six feet of the grounds. The plaintiff's wit- 
nesses said that the defendant’s speech was a ‘‘ direct incitement”’ for 
the cowd to on the grounds. Anotler witness said the defendant 
appesred on Weet Cliff, and proceeded to walk along the southern 





boui dary of the property of the plaintiff, and as near to it as he could get 





without in fact being upon it. He walked the extreme length of the 
southern boundary, and was accompanied by a disorderly crowd which 
increased as he proceeded, and which was principally com of people 
not having tickets for the grounds. A great number of people walked on the 
promenade and grass. When the defendant reached the western limit of the 
southern boundary he retraced his steps along the same line accompanied 
by the crowd, by whom several notice boards were torn up and trampled 


| underfoot. The defendant stood on a seat to speak, and was immediately 


surrounded by a crowd which overflowed into the grounds. Another 
witness said that in concluding a speech the defendant said he was going 
to walk as close as he could to the palings ; that he did not wish the crow 

to push against them, but he knew what he would do in their place. This 
was a motion by the plaintiff that the defendant might be committed to 
prison for ar on the ground that he had disobeyed the orders made 
in the action b right, J., on the 3rd and 10th of August, 1894, in that 
he had, since the service of the orders on him, from time to time incited or 
procured certain persons to trespass upon the lands of the plaintiff con- 
trary to the terms of the said orders. The defendant promised not to go 
on the property or incite others to do so, and not to allude to the question 
in dispute in public, and to keep strictly neutral. On this promise being 

ven, 

Romer, J., made no order on the motion, except that the defendant pay 
the costs.—CounseL, Lochnis; defendant in person. Soxtcrrors, Norton, 
Rose, i Co. 

‘ | Reported by V. pz 8. Fowxe, Barrister-at-Law.} . 





CASES OF LAST SITTINGS, 


Court of Appeal. 
HOLLINRAKE v. TRUSWELL—No. 2, 8th August. 


Coryricut—Sieeve Cuart—Svpsect or Lirgrany Merrr—‘‘ Mar, Cart, 
orn Pran’’—Lrrerary Copyricut Acr (5 & 6 Vicr. c. 45), ss. 1, 2. 


Appeal from decision of Wright, J., sitting as an additional judge of the 
Chancery Division, dated the 18th of March, 1893 (reported 1893, 2 Ch. 
377). The action was brought by Mrs. Hollinrake as assignee under an 
assignment in writing, dated the lst of February, 1891, from a Mr. G. E. 
Kendall of ‘‘ the copyright in a book—to wit, a map, chart, or plan entitled 
‘ The Cosmopolitan Sleeve Chart, 1886.’’’ The copyright and assignment 
were both duly registered at Stationers’ Hall. The plaintiff alleged that 
the defendant, Mrs. Truswell, had infringed her copyright in ‘‘ The Cos- 
mopolitan Sleeve Chart’’ by the printing, publishing, and sale of a large 
number of sleeve charts called ‘‘ The Ideal,’’ such sleeve charts being, as 
alleged by the plaintiff, copies of her sleeve chart. The plaintiff’s chart 
consisted of a piece of board so curved as to represent the parts of the 
arm above and below the elbow, and had — upon it certain words, 
together with certain curved lines and scales and inches and half inches 
in connection with the words. It embodied a method of dispensing with 
any computation and any measurement beyond the simple measurement 
of the actual arm. This was accomplished by holes made in the card- 
board opposite each half inch of the scales referring to the measurement 
round the thick part of the arm and elbow respectively, so that by means 
of these holes pencil marks might be made on a card or paper placed 
underneath the chart at the proper points in the scales of inches and the 
required lines might thus be drawn. The learned judge, being of opinion 
that the plaintiff’s sleeve chart, although not coming within the words 
‘* book ’’ or ‘‘ letterpreas’’ in section 2 of the Literary Copyright Act (5 & 
6 Vict. c. 45), did come within the words ‘‘ map, chart, or plan”’ in that 
section, which need not necessarily be topographical, granted a Low arr 
injunction restraining the defendant from infringing the plaintiff's 
registered copyright sleeve chart. The defendant = ye On her 
behalf it was contended that the plaintiff’s sleeve c could not be 
registered under the Act as a book, map, chart, or plan; that it had no 
literary merit, that it was absolutely unintelligible without instructions, 
and that it was merely a mechanical contrivance for enabling persons to 
cut out sleeves. For the respondent it was submitted that the sleeve chart 
was a ‘‘ map, chart, or plan” within the Act, and that protection was not 
limited to hesary merit, but extended to things on which brain work had 
been bestowed. 

Tue Covrt (Lord Herscugit, C., and Linpigy and Davey, L.JJ.) 
allowed the appeal. 

Lord Herscuext, C., after stating the facts and referring to Wright 
J.’s judgment, said that no one could claim a monopoly of the use of such 
a sentence as ‘‘ measure round the thick of the arm,’’ or of a half- 
inch scale. The words and res found on the chart did not in com- 
bination convey any intelligible idea, nor could they be of the slightest use 
to any one apart from the cardboard upon which they were please. The 
object of the Copies Act was to prevent any one publishing a copy of 
the particular form of expression in which an author conveyed 
ideas or information to the world. These might be retained by any one 
although the book, map, or chart which em! ed them had passed out o 
bis possession. If a person were to commit to memory the contents of the 
book, or the information disclosed by the map or chart, he would be as 
much in possession of the author’s ideas or information as if the 
map, or chart were physically in his hands. But this was not the case with 


the words or .- the sleeve chart. They were intended to be 
used, and only be of use in connection with that upon which they 
were inscribed. were not merely directions for the use of the card- 


board, which was in truth a measuring apparatus, but they were a part of 
that very apparatus iteelf, without which it could not be used, and except in 
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connection with which they were absolutely useless. It was clear, therefore, 


his lordship thought, that what the plaintiff had sought to protect under the | ¢ Co 


Act for the protection of literary productions was not a literary production, 
but an pon rere for the use A which certain words and must 
necessarily be inscribed upon it. It was quite true that, thstanding 
the words of the preamble, the protection of yright might be 
obtained for works which could not be said in ordi sense 
of the terms to have literary merit. Compilations such as the Post 
Office Directory had, no re ly been held to be the subject of 
copyright, but there was a marked distinction between these and the claim 
of protection under the Copyright Act for words and figures inscribed on 
a necessarily forming part of an apparatus or tool. It was not 
necessary to determine whether such an apparatus as that now in question 
could be the subject of letters patent as an invention, although lord- 
ship was far from saying that it could not be so if novel. One could con- 
ceive not a few kinds of apparatus clearly patentable, the use of which 
necessarily required as part thereof the ines a them of words or 
figures. If a patent were obtained, its duration be limited to four- 
teen years, but if the plaintiff’s contention in the F ssc case were well 
founded, the patentee would only have to register these words and figures 
under the Copyright Act in order to obtain the much longer protection 
which was accorded to literary works. These considerations satisfied his 
lordship that the decision pronounced in favour of the plaintiff could not 
be supported, and he thought the judgment should be reversed and the 
action dismissed with costs. 

Linpuey, L.J., said the appeal raised two questions—viz., (1) whether 
the thing called ‘‘The Cosmopolitan Sleeve Chart’? was one in which 
copysiat could be had, and (2) if it was, whether the defendant had 
infringed it. The first question was one which, so far as his lordship 
knew, was quite new in this country, although it had arisen in America, 
and had been decided there in the plaintiff's favour (see Drury v. Ewing 
1 Bond (Amer.) 540). The thing in question consisted of certain lines and 
figures printed on a piece of cardboard with the following words upon it : 
—‘‘Top curve line; under curve line; under arm curves ; measure round 
the thick part of the arm; measure round the. thick of the elbow ; 
measure round the knuckles of the hand.” The ce shewed that 
what was on the cardboard was not intended simply to be understood by 

rsons who wished to learn how to cut out sleeves, but that the cardboard 
itself was intended for use in cutting them out. This at once distinguished 
this particular thing from every publication which was generally under- 
stood to come under the definition of the word ‘‘ book’’ in the Act 5 & 6 
Vict. c. 45, s. 2—viz., ‘‘ volume, part or division of a volume, pamphlet, 
sheet of letterpress, sheet of music, map, chart, or plan oe pub- 
lished.’’ The learned judge in the court below ered that this thing 
was a map, chart, or plan; but, if so, it was a very peculiar one, for the 
use of it lay, not in the information conveyed by it, but in such informa- 
tion combined with the material on which the information was printed. 
The thing was in truth a measuring machine, and no more a chart or plan 
within the Literary Copyright Act than was a scaled ruler such as was 
found in any mathematical instrument case. Such a ang wie. if novel 
and useful, be a good subject-matter for a patent. But his lordship could 
not bring himself to hold that it was a map, chart, or plan wii the 
meaning of the Copyright Act. In Philpott v. Hanbury (2 Pat. Cas. Rep. 
33) Grove, J., decided that a patent obtained by Philpott in 1882 for a 
similar thing was bad for want of novelty and for insufficiency of the 
specification. But he did not decide that such a thing as this, if new, 
could not be the subject-matter of a patent. A new and useful machine, 
or tool, or apparatus for measuring would be patentable, but at the present 
day novelty would probably be difficult to establish. His } hip was not 
aware of any English authority which threw any real —< the applic- 
ability of the Copyright Act to such a thing as this. American case 
to which he had referred arose on a motion to commit for a breach of an 
injunction, and, although the learned judge re @ the case ht 
come within the American Copyright Act, yet he bad to d 
was whether the defendent had committed a breach of the injunction, and 
this being proved it was not necessary for him to decide more. There 
was no report of the case when heard in the first instance on the merits, 
and the case had been doubted in America by the Supreme Court in Baker 
v. Selden (11 Otto. 99, at p. 107). The character of what was published 
was the test of marae. If what was published was not ay pub- 
lished, was not a publication complete in itself, but was only a direction 
on a tool or machine to be understood and used with it, such direction 
could not, in his lordship’s opinion, be severed from the tool or machine of 
which it was really part, and could not be monopolized by the inventor 
under the Copyright Act. The register of the so-called cop t of the 
plaintiff in this case ran thus: ‘Title of Book: The tan 
Sleeve Chart, 1886.’’ When the real character of the thing was ascer- 

tained it proved to be a measuring tool or machine, to which, in his lord- 

ehip’s pa stom the Oopyright Act had no application. Under these 
circumstances it was unnecessary to consider the question of 

But here, in, the plaintiff supenes to his eww A 

defendant might have got her own idea from the s chart, but the 
defendant not ores more than the s method of measuring. 
Cagerign, however, did not extend to ideas, or schemes, or systems, or 
methods ; it was confined to their expression, and if their was 
not copied the copyright was not . The case of v. Selden, 
already referred to, illustrated this very well. It was there held that the 
author of a system of Lceptie  a was not entitled to any monopoly in 
the system, but was only entitled to prevent other persons from cop; 

his desc:iption of it. This was an atiempt to use the Copyright Act for 
& purpose to which it was not properly applicable, and the appeal must be 
allowed, with costs here and below. 


Dayzy, L.J., delivered a similar judgment.—Counsan, Bramwell Davis ; 


i 


A. J. Walter. Souxcrrons, H. 8. Holt, for H. P. Day, Nottingham; Firth 
: ‘Reported by W. Ssaticross Gopparp, Barrister-at-Law.) 


Re DANTELL’S SETTLED ESTATES—No. 2, 9th August. 


Serriep Lanp Act, 1882 (45 & 46 Vicr. c. 38) ss. 2 (10) Boa 8 (1), 
Serriep Lanp Act, 1884 (47 & 48 Vicr. c. 18), 8. 7 (i.)—Tanant ror Lir 
—Lease—“‘ Leave or THE Court’’—Drscrerion. 


A from a decision of Ni J.,in chambers, the learned ji 
nee eed’ teat ke dud ooh osios any further argument. “The 
was entitled for life a settlement to the income of settled 
land subject to a trust for sale, was therefore, under section 63 of the 
Settled Act, 1882, tenant for life of such land. She desired to 


sf 


: 


a lease for thirty years to a tenant who was to enter into a covenant 
to expand £350 ts Sotag etme Saree in a schedule to the 
draft lease. Section 7 (i.) of the Lame Ast, TE08, makap te 
leave of the court necessary to comes 2F See Se tenant for 
life under section 63 of the Act of 1882 of powers conferred by that 
section. N J., refused to sanction the proposed lease, and the tenant 
for life ap Counsel for the contended that this was a 
¢ ™ enese suelenns 2 D6 ) and 8 (1) of the Settled Land 
Act, 1882, and that the of sub-sections had been 
des: than of the Settled Estates , 8.4, and 


meneday sete wales 1 
-~ ~~ aan eit ict Counsel for the trustees supported 
appeal. 
Tue Covrr (Linpiey, Lorrs, and Davey 
i — even if a jurisdiction, as 
entertain the application, proposed lease was 
vuuht toapuaiiohs 
Livoxsy, L.J., said he was 
the various sections of the 
eoction 8 (1), Gnd teers Se ee ee a, It would 
be rather a narrow to hold that the words “ agreeing 
improve or ” in that sub-section did not include 
precast sum in repairs. He did not 
as an 


power 
of the court was so contracted as to apply only to an agreement to repair 


tt 
il 
go E 
cl 


generally, expending 
Legislature had entrusted the court with a 
should they sanction this lease? The tenant for life had 
and could easily do these t repairs herself. ro oo 
cedent to approve of such a , and if they did so, no tenant for 
would in future expend a farthing in repairing or improving the settled 


property. 
Loprs, L.J., delivered judgment to the same effect. 
Davey, L.J., concurred.—Counsst, Howard Wright; H. Fellows. 
Soxicrrors, Freshfields § Williams ; Rooper § Whately. 
[Reported by C. F. Duxcax, Barrister-at-Law.} 


NUTTER v. HOLLAND—No. 2, 2nd August. 
Practice—Payrment into Cournr—Monsy “ix THE HANDS” or Exrovrors 
orn Trustess—R. 8. C., LV., 3 (p). 

Appeal from the Vice-Chancellor of the Palatine Court of Lancaster, 

who on the 12th of April, 1894, decided that under ord. 
Rules of the Palatine Gourt he could not order 


: 
s 
& 
E: 


| 
| 
: 
i 
f 


balance re 
motion to an originating summons Court), 
pore ay t wage sfpea premer ame = 
that such other order might be made as yo 
Vice-Chancellor held that the rule under which the was made 
po bison cunts Se ny see > oe : ‘ 
e plain . Counsel a contended 
money was ahewn to have boon received | 
not discharged himself was 
eye mney w, and an order to itin could 
her ented for on euler ton Gieahelaadion 
corresponding rule). They cited Re Chapman (54 L. T. N. 8. 
Tus Oover agg Loprs, 
Chancellor’s , 
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High Court—Chancery Division. 
Re MALAM, MALAM v. HITCHENS—Stirling, J., 28th July. 


Tenant ror Lire snp Remarmprerman—Suares 1x Company—DIvipEnp 
DECLARED —OPptTioN TO TAKE SAME PARTLY IN CASH AND PARTLY IN NEW 
Suares—Exenrcise or Option ny Trusters—Capitat or Income. 


The testator by his will, dated the 4th of June, 1885, gave all his pro- 
perty to his trustees, upon trust to convert into money and invest the 
proceeds in any investments authorized by law for trust funds, with power 
to vary such investments at their discretion, and to pay the income to his 
wife widowhood, and after her death or second marriage to divide 
and pay the corpus between and to the persons therein mentioned. He 
em ed his trustees to postpone the conversion of any part of his pro- 
peity for so long as they should think fit, and directed that the income of 
unconverted property should from the time of his death go in the same 
manner 2s the income of the proceeds thereof would have been —— 
if the same had been converted. The testator died on the 27th of March, 
1889, and his widow died early in the present year. At the time of his 
death the testator was the registered holder of twenty shares of £10 each 
in Brunner, Mond, & Co., which was a company limited by shares and 
incorporated under the Companies Acts with a capital of £1,500,000 
divided into shares of £10 each. The twenty shares, on which £7 per 
share had been paid up, were in May, 1889, transferred into the names of 
the trustees of the testator’s will, and still remained in their names. In 
June, 1890, the capital of the company was increased by the issue of 
seven per cent. preference shares of £10 each, of which five fully paid 
the were allotted to the trustees. For some time previously to 1893 

company had declared dividends on its ordinary share capital of fifty 
per cent. In March, 1893, a special resolution of the company was 
passed to increase its capital by the issue of new shares, and the directors 
Were empowered to offer the same to the existing shareholders of the 
company in payment, or part payment, of any dividend. At a meeting 
held in August, 1893, a dividend on the ordinary capital was declared at 
the rate of 100 per cent., half of which was paid in cash, and in respect 
of the other half shareholders were given the option of taking new shares 
in lieu of cash or else of receiving cash. The allotment offered to the 
trustees of the will was of 14,3; shares, which were quoted at the time of 
allotment at £19 10s. per share, being a premium of £17. The trustees 
treated the allotment as the property of the tenant for life, and renounced 
in her favour their right to the shares, which were accordingly allotted to 
her by the company in October, 1893. The question raised by this 
summons was whether the new shares or the proceeds of the sale thereof 
ought to be treated as capital or income of the testator’s estate. 
behalf of the persons entitled to the corpus of the estate, it was contended 
that these new shares either formed part of the testator’s estate or, at all 
events, that they did so subject to the payment to the tenant for life of 
the amount of dividend to which she would have been entitled if the 
option of taking shares had not been exercised. For the representatives 
the tenant for life it was contended that she was entitled, not merely 
to the dividend, Lut to the new shares. 

Srrixe, J., after stating the facts, said the general principle applicable 
was thus stated in Re Bouch, Sproule v. Bouch (33 W. R. 621, 29 Ch. D. 
635) : ‘‘ When a testator or settlor directs or permits the subject of his 
peer to remain as shares or stock in a company which has the power 

of distributing its profits as dividend, or of converting them into 
capital, and the company validly exercises this power, such exercise of its 
power is ing on all persons interested under him (the testator or 
séttlor) in the shares, and, consequently, what is paid by the company as 
dividend goes to the tenant for life, and what is paid by the company to 
the shareholder as capital, or appropriated as an increase of the capital 
stock in the concern, enures to the benefit of all who are interested in the 
capital.”” It was further laid down by the House of Lords in the same 
case (sub nom. Bouch v. Sproule, 12 App. Cas. 385) that in considering 
whether a ny had distributed its accumulated profits as dividends, or 
converted them into capital, regard must be paid both to the form and the 
substance of the transactions; and the House, upon the question of fact, 
came to a different conclusion from the Court of Appeal, and held that 
shares allotted under circumstances which had a resemblance to those of 
the present care were an accretion to the corpus of the testator’s estate, 
to no part of which the tenant for life was entitled. The principle 
of law there laid down was binding on him; the decision on the 
of fact was not, unless, indeed, the facts were substan- 
the same; and in his lordship’s judgment there were material 
differences between the facts of the present case and those which 
were dealt with in Bouch vy. Sproule. The company had in the present 
case assets not actually employed in the business amply sufficient 
to pay in cash the whole dividend declared. Again, the resolutions 


‘t 


in March, 1893, pointed to an increase of capital to the extent of | 
£500,000, which much exceeded the whole dividend declared. These | 
resolutions further contemplated the offer of new capital to shareholders | 


in payment of the whole or part of any dividend. His lordship did not 

it was intended to capitalize any existing assets of the company 
under the guise of first dec a dlividend and then issuing new p ren A 
object was to give any shareholders 
who might desire it the < apg of increasing their holding in the 
company (that being a benefit) in a way which would at once secure to 
the company the desired increase of capital without putting them under 
4n obligation to find the money out of their own pockets. It was in 
pursuance of the powers conferred by these resolutions that the directors 


act in ——— 1893, and his lordship arrived at the conclu- 
sion that on the question of fact the company, by the resolutions 
in that month, really intended to 


its accumulated profits in 





dividends to the extent to which those resolutions purported 

such a division. The tenant for life was, therefore, on the principle laid 
down in Bouch v. Sproule, entitled to the dividend declared by those 
resolutions. As to the claim that she was also entitled to the shares 
allotted in respect of the dividend, the option of determining whether 
the offer of those shares, which were in the first instance allotted to the 
trustees, should be accepted or not lay with the trustees, and not with 
the tenant for life. His lordship apprehended that, under the circum- 
stances, it was their duty to accept the shares, and Lord Watson 
appeared to be of that opinion in Bowh v. Sproule. The question there 
was, On whose behalf was the option to be exercised? On behalf of the 
tenant for life only, or of all the persons interested? If an offer were 
made to the trustees unconnected with - of any dividend, the 
a would have to be exercised on behalf of all the beneficiaries, and 
if the instrument creating the trust did not authorize the retention of 
the shares it would be the duty of the trustees to sell them and deal with 
the proceeds of sale as capital: see Rowley v. Unwin (2 K. & J. 138, 4 
W. R. Ch. Dig. 86). If the option were connected with the payment of a 
dividend, it would seem that the matter should stand in the same position 
as if the call on allotment were advanced out of the tenant for life’s 
income, as actually happened in Rowley v. Unwin, and consequently the 
proceeds would have to be applied in payment first of the dividend (to 
which the tenant for life was entitled by reason of the acts of the com- 
pany), and the balance ought to be applied as capital, and this appeared 
to have been the view taken by North, J., in Re Northage, Ellis v. Burfield 
(60 L. J. Ch. 488, 39 W. R. Dig. 233) and by Chitty, J., in Re Tindal (9 
Times L. R. 24). It was, indeed, held by the Court of Appeal in Bouch v. 
Sproule that the tenant for life was entitled to the value of the shares, but 
his lordship found no approval of that view in the House of Lords, and 
indeed Lord Bramwell expressly diss@mted from it. The tenant for life, 
therefore, was not entitled to any portion of the proceeds of sale beyond 
the amount of the dividend.—CounseL, C. FE. E. Jenkins ; Clydesdale ; 
Hastings, Q.C., and H. Terrell. Sottcrrors, Taylor, Hoare, § Taylor, for 
A.§ J. E. Fletcher, Northwich ; W. B. Glasier, for W. Bancroft, Northwich ; 
Indermaur § Brown, for Gardner § Son, Manchester. 


Reported by W. Suaticross Gopparp, Parrister-at-Law. } 





High Court—Quzen’s Bench Division. 
GUILFORD v. LAMBETH—10th August. 


County Court—Bemirrep Action—Action in HicH Covrr—Covunrter- 
CLAIM FOR UNLIquIpDATED Damacss—Ciam AND CoUNTER-CLAIM WITHIN 
Jvunispicrion or County Courtr—Jvurispicrion To Remir— County Covrts 
Acr, 1888 (51 & 52 Vicr. c. 43), 8. 65. 

Appeal from Mathew, J., at chambers. A master made an order that 
the action should be remitted, under section 65 of the County Courts Act, 
1888, to the county court of Northampton. On appeal, the judge in 
chambers affirmed this order, and the defendant, who wanted the action 
tried in the High Court, appealed. The action was brought in the High 
Court for a sum of £32, the price of a horse sold by the plaintiff to the 
defendant. On the 29th of June, 1894, an order was made by a master, 
on the plaintiff’s application, to remit the action to the county court. On 
the and. of July notice of appeal against this order was given by the defend- 
ant. On the 3rd of July the defendant delivered a defence and counter- 
claim, which set up that the horse was sold with a warranty that it was 

uiet, and that there was a breach of such warranty; and the counter- 
bora set up that the horse kicked the defendant’s van and harness 
and caused considerable annoyance, and caused damage to the ex- 
tent of £22 1ls., and the defendant counter-claimed for 2 sum of 
£35. On the 4th of July the a came on for hearing before the 
judge at chambers, who dismissed the appeal. At the time the master 
made his order no defence or counter-claim had been delivered, and 
no objection was taken before the master that there was no jurisdiction to 
remit the action. When the matter was before the judge, although the 
counter-claim had then been delivered, the fact that there was such 
counter-claim was not called to his attention, and no objection to the 
jurisdiction was taken before him. The question now was whether there 

was jurisdiction to remit the action to the county court, there being now a 

counter-claim for unliquidated damages. Section 65 of the County Courts 

Act, 1888, provides: ‘‘ Where in any action of contract brought in the 

High Court the claim indorsed on the writ does not exceed £100 . . . 

it shall be lawful for either party to the action at any time, if the whole or 
rt of the demand of the plaintiff be contested, to apply to a judge of the 

figh Court at chambers to order such action to be tried in any court in 
which the action might have been commenced, or in any court convenient 
thereto; and on the hearing of the application the judge shall, unless 
there is good cause to the contrary, order such action to be tried accord- 
ingly . . . and the action and all proceedings therein shall be tried 
and taken in such court as if the action had been originally commenced 
therein.’”’? It was now contended for the defendant that the ainel judge 
| at chambers had no jurisdiction to make the order by reason of there 
being a counter-claim for unliquidated damages, and that it made no 
difference that the fact that there was a counter-claim was not called to 
his attention ; that under such circumstances there was no jurisdiction to 
remit the action to the county court, and that the case was really con- 
| cluded by the case of Mackay v. Bannister (16 Q. B. D. 174, 34 W. R. 121), 
where it was held upon the construction of section 26 of the County Courts 
Act, 1856 (19 & 20 Vict. c. 108)—a section identical with the present 

, cection, section 65—that there was no jurisdiction to remit to the county 

| court where there was a counter-claim for unliquidated damages; that 

' it the claim were for unliquidated damages there would be no power to 
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remit it to the county court (Bassett v. Tong, 42 W. R. 668; 1894, 2 Q. B. 
332), and that this must equally apply to a counter-claim. It was con- 
tended for the plaintiff, in support of the order, that when the master 
made the order there was juriediction to make it, as no countef-claim 
had at that time been delivered, and it was sufficient if there was jurisdic- 
tion to make the order at the time it was made. 

The judgment of Tuz Covrar (Hawkins and Lawnzance, JJ.) was de- 
livered by 

Hawkins, J.—When this order was made by the master no pleading at 
all had been delivered by the defendant, no defence or counter-claim put 
in; and, that being so, there can be no doubt that when the master made 
the order he had jurisdiction to make it. When the case was before the 
master the application to remit was opposed, but not on the ground that 
there was a counter-claim ; and no objection of that kind being made, the 
master made the order. The case came before Mathew, J., on the 4th of 
July, and his attention was not called to any such objection as is now 
raised before us, and the result was that he dismissed the defendant’s 
appeal. We are now told that we ought to reverse the master’s order and 
the judge’s order, on the ground that after the master’s order was made, 
and before the judge’s order was made, there had been delivered a defence 
containing a counter-claim for damages. It was contended, upon the 
authority of Mackay v. Bannister, that there was no power to remit to a 
county court a case such as this containing a counter-claim for damages. 
I thought while the case was being argued, and I still think, that we have 
no right to entertain an appeal upon an objection that was not before the 
master or the judge. I thiuk this application is not in the nature of a re- 
hearing; but if it is a re-hearing, I should have thought it a re-hearing 
only of matters before the master and judge; but to Tet the master and 
judge make an order in absolute ignorance of this objection, and then to 
take the objection here on this appeal, is, I think, irregular, and ought not 
to be allowed, and we ought not to treat this as a new and fresh applica- 
tion. On the 29th of June, when the master made this order, no counter- 
claim was, in fact, in existence, and therefore the master made an order 
which he was entitled to make. On the 29th of June, therefore, there was 
a good order made; there was an appeal against that good order, and on the 
hearing of the appeal no objection of the kind was taken before the judge. 
On this simple ground, therefore, I think this appeal ought to be dis- 
missed. But there is another ground for dismissing the appeal. It was 
contended that the case of Mackay v. Bannister was exactly in point. That 
case was decided in 1885, and upon section 26 of 19 & 20 Vict. c. 108. The 
question there was whether a counter-cluim for unliquidated damages 
could be scent down for trial under that section, and the court there held 
that it could not. That statute was passed in 1856, when there was no 
power to ret up counter-claims, so that that section could not have con- 
templated the sending down of counter-claims to the county court for 
trial therein, as such counter-claims were then unknown to the law. That 
was the reason of the decision in that case, as we see by the judgment of 
Pollock, B , for he based his judgment on the fact that the 19 & 20 Vict. 
c. 108 was passed long before counter-claims were in existence, and that 
it could not be supposed that the Legislature intended to extend section 26 
to counter-claims, which were unknown when the Act was passed. But 
since that time counter-claims have been tried in county courts, and we 
see by cections 89 and 90 of the Judicature Act, 1873, that counter-claims 
in county courts were clearly recognized, and the latter of those sections 
considerably affects this case. Then the 18th section of the Judicature 
Act, 1884, points to the same conclusion ; and then we come to section 65 
of the present Act, the County Courts Act, 1888. [His lordship read 
these various sections, and continued :—] In this case the counter-claim 
itself, which was actually delivered on the 3rd of July, was undoubtedly 
within the jurisdiction of the county court. So that there was a claim 
over which the county court had jurisdiction, and a counter-claim over 
which the county court had jurisdiction ; and what is there to prevent such 
a case as this being sent to the county court for trial, notwithstanding the 
case of Mackay v. Bannister? When the Legislature passed the Act of 
1888, and section 65 of that Act, under which actions might be sent down 
to the county court, they evidently page es that such actions should 
be remitted with such pleadings as are allowed in the High Court. I 
cannot myself see any objection to it, and the case of Mackay v. 
Bannister does not militate against that view, as that case, as I 
have already raid, was decided in 1885 and under yery special 
circumstances, under a section of an Act which was at a time 
when no counter-claims at all wereallowed. Looking at the reason of the 
thing, even if both the master and judge had had the objection raised 
before them, they would have been justified in making the order, and as 
both the claim and counter-claim are within the jurisdiction of the county 
court, I think they would have done what I think they ought to bave done 
—namely, they would have sent the whole case down to the county court, 
including the counter-claim. It is too late to set up an objection to the 
order made by the master, which the master made with jurisdiction. 
For there reasons I think the appeal ought to be dismissed. Appeal 
dismissed.—CounszL, Morton Smith; Hume Williams. Soxtcrrors, Pitman 
§ Sons, for C. W. Lane, Kettering; H. R. Newson. 

{Reported by Sir Surrsrox Baxen, Bart., Barrister-at-Law. } 


Re AN ARBITRATION BETWRBEN THE LONDON AND NORTH- 
WESTERN RAILWAY CO. AND LORD GERARD - 6th August. 
Ramways Onauses Consonrpation Act, 1845 (8 & 9 Vicr. o. 20), 38. 77- 
85 —ComrEnsaTION—MIN&ES LYING UNDBR OR NBAR A Proasscrep Rat- 

WAY. > 

Rule nisi obtained on behalf of the London and North-Western Rail- 
way calling upon Lord Gerard to shew cause why a submission to arbitra- 
tion should not be revoked, on the ground that the arbitrator had wrongly 





lands near Wigan, 
North-Western Railway Co. 
in t of two portions of these lands on the 3rd of 
23rd Tay, 1891, — , and in each of 

to take not only the , but also the 

within and below them, everything in fact 
were several seams running through the 
tended on behalf of Lord Gerard that he was entitled to compensation 


amounting to a very 
und2r and adjacent to line, and for severance, and that such compen- 


sation was immediately, and not within the provisions of 
77-85 of the ways Clauses Consolidation Act, 1 


apply only to the case where the company’s notice to 
to surface soil. The 78th section enacts that if the person en 
mines or minerals under or near the railway, or the railway works, wishes 
to work them, he must give the railway company a certain notice of his 
intention, and if the railway company deem it needful for the safety of 
their works to — such working, they may do so on payment of com- 
pensation, or if they are not to entertain the question of compen- 
sation, the owner may, by virtue of section 79, work such mines so that he 
does so in the proper, necessary, and usual manner. 

The judgment of Tus Covat (Maruew and Kennepy, JJ.) was delivered 
b 


ai J., who said that the sections of the Railways Clauses Consoli- 
dation Act, 1845 (77-85), which deal with mines lying under or near the 
railway, apply to any case in which there are minerals which have not been 
taken over by the company. Taose provisions are therefore applicable to 
the present case, and there is no distinction between letting down the sur- 
face soil and ane eee other strata bought with the surface soil. 
scheme of the Act is to allow any owner of minerals to lawfully get his 
minerals, whatever the company have bought, subject to his 
according to the proper methods and subject to the company’s right to 
stop him on payment of compensation under section 78. But there is no 
foundation for saying that such compensation cau be taken into considera- 
tion in arbitration proceedings under a notice to treat.—Counsgi, Sir R. 
Webster, Q.C., Moulton, Q.C., and Pollard ; Sir H. James, Q.C., Green, QC.., 
and Page. Souicrrors, Meynell § Pemberton ; C. H. Mason. 

[Reported by T. Hoitis Wacker, Barrister-at-Law. | 


F 





Bankruptcy Cases. 


Re HOLLAND, Ex parte PARKER v. YOUNG—Q. B. Div., 16th July and 
11th August. 


Bankruptcy —Pxroor—Inrerzst—Bankevetcy Act, 1890 (53 & 54 Viacr. 
c. 71), 8. 23 


This was an ap against the reduction of a proof by the trustee. 
Upon the 17th of October, 1892, Parker discounted a bill for £1,000 for the 
bankrupt, giving him £600 in cash, for which the bankru 
promirsory notes, one for £400 at three months, and the other for £600 at 
six months. The first bill was met in February, 1893. A receiving order 
was made against the bankrupt - the 3rd of March, and the second 
bill matured upon the 17th of April, epee Parker tendered a 
for £600. The trustee held that all the paid in February was on 
account of principal, and that £400 of the amount proved for was interest 
at a higher rate than five cent. He therefore refused to admit the 
proof for more than £200 plus interest at five cent from the date of the 
receiving order (under section 23 of the ptey Act, 1890). Parker 
toneebell. Counsel for the appellant submitted that when a debtor does 
not appropriate payments either to principal or interest, the creditor may 
always appropriate the first ts to interest, and that, therefore, 
Parker was entitled to a the whole of the £400 to interest, and to 
prove for the £600 as entirely . He was, however, willing 
to appropriates £240 of the £400 as , and would be content to have 
his pronf admitted for £360. He cited Fox § Jacobs (10 Morr. 295). 
Counsel for the respondent submitted that the intention of section 23 of 
the Bankruptcy Act, 1890, was that a creditor should not bs able to recover 
more then Ave per coms. on. his lesa , therefore Parker should 
only get £600 with interest at five per cent. He offered, however, on 
behalf of the trustee to admit the for £300. 

His lordship said that he would s 

11th August.—Vavenan Wr J., after stating the facts, said 
Parker might have contended that the whole of the £400 paid off 
interest, but he had not done so; and that such a con would 
been more reasonable than the trustee's 
wholly principal. His lordship went on to say that it 
able to the trustee to treat tho £1,000 as a 
interest, and that if so treated the £400 must be taken to have been 
tenths principal and four-tenths interest—viz., £240 PB mer 9 £160 
At five per cent, from the 10th of Febtasry to the Sad, 
at five cent. from of F 
dna ag Shearman ; Whinney. Sourcrrons, J. J. Solomon ; Lawrence, 
Waldron, & Webster. 

[Reported by P. M. Faawoxs, Barrister-at-Law. | 
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Solicitors’ Cases. 
SOLICITORS ORDERED TO BE STRUCK OFF THE ROLLS. 
10 August—Joun Ma.ion Baxt (Palace-chambers, Bridge-street, West- 
minster). 











710 THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 


Aug. 25, 1894. 








10 August—Hewerr Heruexincton Mason (7, Stone-buildings, Lin- 
coln’s-inn). 
SOLICITOR ORDERED TO BE SUSPENDED FOR SIX MONTHS. 
10 August—Hersert Epwarp Ronertson (40, Chancery-lane). 





LEGAL NEWS. 
APPOINTMENTS. 

Mr. Wiiu1am Evans and Mr. H. Lvusutncton Srepnens have been 
a nted additional revising barristers for the South Wales Circuit, and 

r. C. H. Bromsy and Mr. Cuartes Hatcu for the North-Eastern 
Circuit. 

CHANGES IN PARTNERSHIPS. 
Disso.vutTion. 


Epwarp Henry Granckr and James Harnew Askren, solicitors 
(Granger & Askren), Leeds. August 14. [ Gazette, Aug. 21. 





GENERAL, 


The Town Clerk and Clerk of the Peace of Oxford, Mr. J. J. Bickerton, 
says the Times, was drowned on the 22nd inst. while bathing at Torcross 
Slapton Sands, South Devon. He had come out of the sea and began to 
dress, but ran into the water to regain a spade which his child had 
dropped. The bank shelved rapidly at this spot, and Mr. Bickerton found 
himself out of his depth. He was a good swimmer, but apparently he was 
seized with cramp, and called for assistance, which was quickly given by 
the bystanders ; but when brought ashore he was unconscious, and efforts 
to restore animation proved unavailing. 

The Central News says :—The official inquiry into the endowed charities 
of London, which is being conducted by one of the assistii: commis- 
sioners, is expected to occupy three years. The peculiarity as well as the 
value of the inquiry lies in the fact that the charities of every parish are 
examined and reported upon separately ; and as each is completed the 
Parliamentary Commissioner (Mr. Francis Stevenson, M.P.) will move for 
the return of the information thus obtained. The cost of the inquiry, to 
the extent of one-half, is borne by the county council. The charitable 
endowments of the West Riding of Yorkshire are also being examined, 
and the ecope of the inquiry as a whole will take in every parish in the 

- The different returns will then be arranged together in alpha- 
betical order and be bound with an index and a digest. 


The first and only claim under the Bars and Gates Removal Act was 
decided on the 17th inst. Mr. Henry Gibson, of 32, St. James’s-street, 
Bedford-equare, sought compensation from the London County Council by 
reason of land being taken and houses injuriously affected in consequence 
of the gates and posts across the entrance to Kensington-gardens-square 
having been removed. The Council offered him £20 for all injurious 
affection, loss, or damage, and for his estate or interest in the land upon 
which the gates and posts stood; but as this was not accepted, and the 
arbitrators for both parties were unable to agree, the matter was fixed for 
hearing before Mr H. A. Hunt, of 45, Parliament-street. For the claim- 
ant, expert valuations were handed in, in each case amounting to over £600 ; 
for the County Council, Mr. Robert Vigers thought there was no ground 
for a claim, while Mr. Weatherall was of opinion that instead of 
want here’ the value of the property, the removal of the gates and posts 
mie t have — _" All wed a claimant pm under the a of 

"5 a is 20s., and this is in respect of his interest in land 
conanell by wes 


the gate. 








BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS, 
BIRTHS. 
Peaxs.—Aug. 20, at Park House, Stockport, the wife of Alfred Ernest Ferns, solicitor, of 


a 3 
Howazp.—July 7, at Allahabad, the wife of E. Allen-Howard, barrister-at-law, of a 


MARRIAGE. 
Ap.tsoTos —Snorrer.—Anug. 16, at Christ Church, Milton-next-Gravesend, Jonathan 
Adlington, solicitor, to Kate Adelene Shorter 
DEATH. 
Srausveip.—Ang. 10, Harold Eugene Stansfeld, of 6, Crown Office-row, Temple, barrister- 
at-law, aged 5). - 


Waxsrxo To txrexptxo House Purcnasers & Lessexs.—Before purchasing or renting 
ee ae Sey examined by an expert from The 
ing & Ventilation — 65, = Meteorological Office, Vi 


a ctoria-st., 
Ww (Estab. 1875), who also Ventilation of Cffices, &c. -[ Anvr.] 








WINDING UP NOTICES. 
London Gazelte-—Fatpar, Aug. 17. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Lamtrep ts CHanceny. 


Brexeyneap Restaveaxt avo Catruaixa Co, Li urrep—Creditors are uired, on or 
before Sept 2, to send their names and adresses, and particulars of their debts or 
daima, to John Gordon Byron Mawson, 41, Hamilton sq, Birkenhead. pson & 
Hughes, Birkenhes4, slors for liquidator 


Dvaisrie co Hawt Srisxtsc Co, Lanrreo—Pe ta for winding up, presented Aug 11, directed 


. 


to be heard on Aug 29. Woodcock & Co, 15, Bloomsbury sq, agents for Clayton & 
Son, Ashton under Lyne, solors for . Notice of appearing must reach the 
abovenamed not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of Aug 28 

Espesrournk Waxe Co-oprrative Society, Limirep—Creditors are required, on or 
before Sept 26, to send their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or 
claims, to James White, 39, Kingsdown parade, Bristol 

Economic Re-Ixsuraxce Co, Liurrep—Creditors are yoy on or before Oct 15, to send 
their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to John Edward 
Champney and William Armine Bevan, 39, Lombard st. Friday, Nov 9, at 12, is 
appointed for hearing and adjudicating upon the debts and claims 

INTERNATIONAL (GirraRD) Gun anv Orpnayce Co, Luntep—Creditors are required, on 
or before Sept 29, to send their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or 
claims, to Frederick Hobson and Frederick Leonard Ball, 181, Queen Victoria st 

La Verera, Limrreo—Creditors are required, on or before Oct 15, to send their full names 
and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to Thomas Joice Seel, 5, Coptha'l 
bidgs. Tamplin & Co, Fenchurch st, solors for liquidator 

New La Vevera, Liwitep—Creditors are required. on or before Oct 15, to send their full 
names and resses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to Thomas Joice Seel, 5, 
Copthall bldgs. Tamplin & Co, Fenchurch st, solors for liquidator 

County Pavatine or Lancaster. 
Limtrep 1x Caancery. 

Mippt.etox axp Tosce Corroy Mi. Co, Lawirzp—By an order made by Robinson, V.C., 
dated Aug 7, it was ordered that the voluntary winding up be continued. Boote & 
Edgar, Manchester, petner’s solors 

London Gazette.—Tuzspay, Aug. 21. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Liuirep in CHAncery. 

Batis Water Gas Syypicare, Lutirep—Creditors are required, on or before Sept 20, 
to send their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claim, to John 
Gordon, jun, 1, Bond st, Leeds. Ford & Warren, Leeds, solors for liquidator 

Kent, Sussex, anp Generar Laxp Society, Liurrep—Petn for winding up, presented 
Aug 17, directed to be heard on Aug 29. Warren & Co, 45, Bloomsbury sq, ageuts for 
Bannon, New Romney, solors for petners. Notice of appearinz must reach the above- 
named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of Aug 28 

Lonpow ayp CoLontaL Fingxce Corporation, Limrrep—By an order made by Vaughan 
Williams, J., dated Aug 8, it was ordered that the voluntary winding up be continued. 
Lindo & Co, 80, Coleman st, solors for petners 

Rosert Hype Bucky & Sons, Liurep—Creditors are pogeied, on or before Sept 27, 
to send their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to Edwin 
Guthrie, 71, King st, Manchester. Fletcher, Ashton under Lyne, solor for liquidator 

Unyuimitep 1n CHANCERY. 

Hacirax Hicu Lever Raitway Co—Creditors are cont to send in particu'ars of their 
claims and demands, on or before Sept 15, to Land & Foster, 13, Ward’s end, Halifax, 
solors for company 


CReDITORS’ NOTICES. 
UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 35. 
Last Day or Criarm. 
London Gazette.—Turspay, Aug. 14. 
Beavox, Martua Anya, Kingston, nr Taunton Sept 30 Lliffe & Co, Bedford row 
Biexetr, Freperica, Burnham Sept 29 Baker & Co, Weston super Mare 
Browxe, Cuanies Faepenicx, Walthamstow Sept 30 Kirk, Paternoster row 
Bucnanan, Hexen, Piccadilly Sept 30 Caprons & Co, Savile pl 
Foremay, Gzoncz, Newcastle upon Tyne Sept1 Dees & Thompson, Newcastle upon 


Hvucues, Exocu, Glan Conway, Gardener Oct 27 Jones & Co, Conway 

Hu sert, Many Jane, Baker st, Dressmaker Sept 25 Foord, Philpot lane 

Ivsutt, Samvet, Brierley Hill, Staffs, Tobacconist Sept 21 Gould & Elcock, Stourbridge 
Jeirre, Tuomas, Sutton Coldfield, Warwick, Gent Sept 25 Cottrell & Son, Birmingham 
JerrarD, Samvert Jouy, Lewisham, Builder Oct 1 Parson & Co, Sherborne lane 
Jounsoy, Francis Dixon, Durham, Esq,J P Sept 26 Maddison, Durham 

Larrp, Macergcor, Claughton, Chester, Gent Sept 30 Stone & Co, Liverpool 
Lancaster, Tomas, Pendleton, Butcher Nov10 Hewitt & Son, Manchester 
Lawentes, Wituiam Ex.iorr, Belmont, Durham, Veterinary Surgeon Sept 11 Patrick 


Durham 
Lester, Maria Estuen, Bath Sept 20 Holloway, Bath 


Low, Gzonor Peter, Kilmallock, Limerick, Captain Sept 30 I-e & Pembertons, Lin- 
coln’s inn fields 
Maws.ey, Cuag.orre, Old Ford Oct8 Kelly, Hackney 


McBzax, Cuagies ALexanver, Walworth, Clerk Sept 29 Collens, Gresham bldgs 
Normay, James, Exeter, Hot Water Engineer Sept 12 Dunn, Exeter 

Pos, Cuar.es Cuanvos, Stableford, Salop, Esq Sept 10 Gibbons & Arkle, Liverpool 
Reap, Heyry, Birmingham, Gent Sept 15 Coleman & Co, Birmingham 

Ross, Rocrer Rowson, Manchester, Gent Sept 29 Taylor & Taylor, Manchester 
Suirn, Jean Bizarre, Brighton Sept13 Wade, New Broad st 

Torx, Mary, Stowell, Somerst Sept 29 Poole & Son, Bridgwater 

Usuer, Ruts, Upper Stratton, Wiltshire Sept 30 Huntly & Foster, Sunderland 
Wappixctos, Sanan Any, Wigan Sept 30 Bryan, Hindley 

Wanrprey, Cuaeres, Blaxhall, Mariner Oct 1 Welton, Woodbridge 

Warsor, Hewny, College hill, Wine Merchant Sept29 Watson, Croydon 


Weppersvas, Curistoruer Wittiam, Ashford, Hotel Proprietor Sept 13 Minter, 
Folkestone 








Wairz, Cuantes Wii11am, Headley, Gent Sept 29 Holmes & Son, Clement’s lane 


London Gazette.—Frivay, Aug. 17. 
| Axpersos, Anruur, Wimpole st, Stockbroker Sept 28 Ashurst & Co, Throgmorten 


Ancunn, Seu, Castle Eaton, Wilts, Esq Sept 29 Kinneir & Tombs, Swindon 
Barrnotourew, Emma, Montague st Sept? Nunn & Popham, Leadenhall st 

| Bepevt, ALexaxper, Manchester, Manufacturer Sept 29 Bedell, Manchester 

| Bowpew, Wit114m Joux, New Maldon, Priest Sept 10 Metcalfe, New court 

| Baicxiey, Ricnann, Liverpool, Licensed Victualler Sept 25 Woodburn & Holme, Liver- 


| Brows, Rovert MAwcotm, Clacton on Sea, Hotel Proprietor Sept 24 Yeilding & Oo, 
‘estminster 


Bucxiasp, Henay, Sidcup, Gent Oct 15 Bartlett, Bush lane 
Copier, Exiza, W Monkton Oct 1 Kite & Broomhead, Taunton 
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Cravrorp, Tuomas, Kilburn, Lieut Col Sept 15 Becher, Bedford row 


Jones, Wii11aM, Bristol, Licensed Victualler Sept 30 Mosely, Bristol 


Cuxnincuam, Wituram Frost Nov15 Elgood & Moyle, Lincoln's inn fields | Kaye, Jonx, Clayton West, York, Esq Sept 23 Berry & Berry, Huddersfield 


Darina, Be Berwick upon Tweed Aug 27 Sandersons & Weatherhead, Berwick 
Dy kis, JAMES Wiritam Batxastive, Cadogan pl, Esq Sept 26 


inn fields 


Epwarps, Anx, Kingsland, Hereford, Spinster Oct1 Temple & Phiipin, Kington 

Forester, Baroness, Audley sq Oct 31 Arnold & Henry White, Gt Marlborough st 

Freeman, Evizanetn, Surbiton Hill Sept 16 Geare & Co, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Cassomes, Jacos, Wandsworth Common, Gent Sept15 Gibson & Co, Lincoln’s inn | 
is 


Hiast, Hicecm Stocks, Manchester, Gent Oct 1 Gordon & Co, Bradford 
Ho.utss, Grosvenor, Liverpool, Stock Broker Oct1 Wright & Co, Liverpool 
Horrocks, Jonny, Stockton on Tees, Boiler Maker Sept 29 Bristow, Greenwich 
Howantn, Ropert, Halifax, Hay Merchant Sept 22 Storey & Willans, Halifax 


BANKRUPTCY NOTICES, 


London Gazette.—Fripay, Aug. 17. . 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
seer Epwix, Derby, Clerk Derby Pet Aug 13 Ord 


Bacon, Leonarp, ye — Bootseller 
Pet Augi3 Ord Augi3 

Baker, CHARLES, sams, Innkeeper Northallerton Pet 
Aug 14 Ord Aug 1/ 

Buxko, Thomas Ceteas es Wit1Ay, Hatfield, Cattle Dealer 
St Albans Pet Augil Ord Aug 1 1 

3RATTON, GeoRGE WiL.iAm, Gravesend, Fruiterer Roches- 

ter Pet Aug2 Ord Aug 13 

Brewer, Tuomas Henny, Truro, Organ Builder Truro“ 
Pet Aug14 Ord Aug 14 

BROOMFIELD, Witu1am, and Arraur Cuarirs Baoomrie.p, 
King Somborne, Grocers Southampton Pet July 17 
Ord Aug 15 

Brown, Ciara, Bradford, Widow Bradford Pet July 25 
Ord Aug 13 

Care, Jony Witi1AM, Handsworth, Boot Dealer Birming- 
ham Pet Augi13 Ord Aug 13 

CHELLINGWoRTH, Tuomas Georcr, Seaiegiam, Tobacco- 
nist Birmingham Pet Augi3 Ord Au 

Curerry, Cuartes Epwarp, Eastbourne, — i Account- 
ant Eastbourne Pet Augili4 Ord Au 

Cowrer, Jessie Mary, Grosvenor Hotel toh Court Pet 
July 26 Ord Aug 13 

Davies, James, Llanelly, Grocer Carmarthen Pet Aug 13 
Ord A Aug 13 

Davies, Jonny, rr ed Builder Pembroke Dock Pet Aug 
14 Ord Aug 1 

Davis, Jouy, | Butcher Liverpool Pet Aug 15 
Ord A Aug 15 

Davis, Woot ¥, Whitechapel, Boot Manufacturer High 
Court Pet Aug13 Ord Aug 13 


Nottingham 





Dennis, ALBERT Epwarp, West Hampstead High Court 
Pet. July 24 Ord Aug 15 

Dunx, Strernen, Wainfleet 
Aug 15 

Eastment, ALbert WILLIAM, AMokeny, Wilts, Dairyman 
Salisbury Pet Aug 11 Ord Au 

Ex.tery, Atpert Epwarp, Cardiff, Builder Cardiff Pet 
11 Ord Aug 11 


Goopixson, Jonn Wriiiam, Bradford, Fish Salesman 
Bradford Pet Aug 13 Ord Aug 13 

Goopmay, Witu1am, Leicester, Tailor Leicester Pet Aug 
13 Ord Aug 13° 

Harrison, ALEXANDER GRrayDoN, Preston 
Pet June 27 Ord Aug 13 

Hearucore, Girperr A, Clerk in Holy Orders Lincoln 
Pet July 24 Ord Aug 1: 


Boston Pet July 20 Ord 


Lancaster 


Homes, “yy Harby, Grazier Leicester Pet Aug 15 
Ord Aug 15 
Huvson, Jonyx, Scarborough, Tailor Scarborough Pet 


Aug 15 Ord Aug 15 


Reems, J Joun, Derby, Painter Derby Pet Augi13 Ord 

ug 1 

Lacey, _ eee Srriptey, Fowey, Teacher of Music 
Truro Pet Augi13 Ord Aug 13 

McKenyy, Wituam, Barnsley, aay Ovenlooker 


Barnsley Pet Aug 13 Ord Aug 1: 

Meinuarpvt, Morirz, Manchester, Picture Dealer Man- 
chester Pet July 80 Ord Aug 13 

Moss, Isaac, Charing Cross rd, Clothier High Court Pet 
Aug 13 Ord Aug 13 

Morrram, Tuomas rp Hindley, Grocer Wigan Pet 
Aug 14 may Le 

Nyr, J A, Camden Town, Mantle Maker High Court Pet 
July 28 Ord Aug 15 

Pater, hada Sy moun, Stationer Cambridge 
Pet Aug 15 Au 

my ae Reigne, bad Merchant Croydon Pet Aug 

5 Or 

Rapmore, Gnasane Heart, Truro, Baker Truro Pet Aug 
15 Ord Aug 15 

Rukap, Gzonar, Newcastle under Lyme, Ironmonger Bir- 

mingham Ord Aug 14 


Suaw ornmMaN, McLeop, Barrow in Furness, Pattern 
Maker Ulverston and. Barrow in Furness Pet Aug 14 

, Ord Aug 14 

Surrrarp, Witt1aM, Pewsey, Grocer Swindon Pet Aug 


13 Ord Aug 13 


Ti.orson, Joun Gronar, Leeds, Carting Agent Lecds 
Pet Aug 11 Ord Aug 11 

Quiny, Tuomas, 5 wapeeene Beerseller Leicester Pet Aug 
lt Ord Aw 

Wist, James, ¥ athing, Schoolmaster Brighton Pet July 
28 Ord Aug 13 

Wuirtir, Joux, Oxford st, Ladies’ Tailor High Court 

3 Pet Augi6 Ord Aug 1 
ws, Axruvun, Sedgley Dudley Pet Aug 18 Ord Aug 


Farrer & Co, Lincoln's | 


upon Ht 








The iiewing amended notice is substituted for that pub- 
i in the London Gazette of July 24:— 
Masuirer, Jonny, Urswick, Farmer Ulverston and Barrow 
in Furness Pet July 19 Ord July 19 
The ee amended notice is substituted for that pub- 
lished in the London Gazette of 29th May 
Srv — ELS, F E, Wool Broker High Court Pet May 19 


May 24 
FIRST MEETINGS. 


A.teorr, Epwix, Derby, Clerk Aug 25 at 12 Off Rec, 
St James’ s chmbrs, Derby 


| Kina, Lovisa ALBentivg, Richmond Sept 28 Skewes Cox & Co, Lancaster pl 
Lvcas, Saran, Manchester Sept 19 Hockin & Co, Manchester 
| Parker, Witt1am, Thorntonle Moor,Gent Sept 20 Watson & Co, Hull 
| Priest, Josern Ricut, Notting Hill Oct1 Keays, Charles st 
| Prrestiry, Wruuram, Clayton West, York, Schoolmaster Sept 28 Berry & Berry, 
Huddersfield 
| Soors,, Rs A.ExaynpeR, Manchester, Barrister at Law 
a... Grorce ALraep, Hoton, Leicester, Corn Factor Sept 12 Moss, Loughborough 
Watruam, Joun Heyry, Sale Sept 14 Wigglesworth & Rogerson, Manchester 
Wueetwaicnr, Wits Bees, Kingston upon Hull, Navigation Agent Sept 22 Leak 
& Co, Kingston 


Septi19 Hockin & Co, Man- 


Sysox, Jony, Ikeston, Miner Aug 24 at 2.30 Off Ree, St 
James’s chmbrs, Derby 

TircHENER, Hany, Bad's Court, Jobmaster Aug 30 at 12 

ae Lincoln, Innkeeper Aug 24 at 
WEsTMoRLAND, Jou, Liverpool, Batcher Aug 28 at 3 

ictoria st, Liverpool 
Wuirs, Tuomas, Farringdon st st, Horse Dealer Aug 28at 12 
Ban bldgs, 


Wuirmay, ipen 2 Henry, Bristol, Restaurant 
Aug 29 at 3 Rec, Bank chambers, Corn st, 


Wartertoy, sm 
12.30 





—— recy, Middlewich, Butcher Aug 21 at 2.30 
B T Royal ota Fulh G Aug 27 Bank 
ECKETT, am, Gent 27 at 11 raptey | 
1 ’ ’ 


Bet, Apam, Sinton, B Builder Aug 27 at 3.30 Ogden’s 
chmbrs, Bridge st, Manchester 

Boxnarp, G R, Broad stavenue Aug 21 at 2.30 Bank- 

ruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

a Grorce Wi.1aMm, Gravesend, Fruiterer Aug 30 
at 11.30 Off Kec, ester 

Brewer, —— Hewry, Truro, Organ Builder Aug 24 
at 12 Off Rec, Boscawen st, ‘Truro 

Cueaa, foo ND, Rochdale, General Basier 
Townhall, 

Coustxs, Euiza, Cliffe, Nice P nom mer Gardener Aug 
27 at 12 ae y st 

Cox, ALbent James, Wotton nee are Bdge , Flock Manufac- 
turer Sept lat12 Off Rec, 15, King st, Gloucester 

Cumpersincu, Tuomas, and Jouy Cu MBERBIRCH, Rochdale, 
Smiths Aug 28 at 11.30 Townhall, Rochdale 

Curtis, James Davip, Manchester, Theatrical Manager 

Aug 27 at 3 Ogden’s chmbrs, Bridge re st, Manchester, 

Davis, os os ge on ter, Solicitor Aug 24 at 11 


Aug 28 at ll 


Carey 
Mesemante, Apert Witi1am, Aldertury, Wilts, Dairyman 
Salisbury 


Aug 25 at11 Off Rec, 

ase Tuomas, Bristol, Produce 1 Broker Aug 29 at 12 
Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, Corn st, Bristol 

Evy, Many Emma, and Lizzizr Axx Ex.y, Gt Grimsby, 
Fancy Wool Dealers Aug 25 at 11 Off Rec, 15, Os- 
borne st, Gt Grimsby 

Frost, Joun T, Swanage, Grocer Poole Aug 24 at 12.30 

ff Ree, Salisb ~. 

Go pan, WiiuraM, Leicester, Tailor Aug 27 at 3 Off Rec, 
1, Berridge st, Lei 

Janes, Grorar, Blandford, Blacksmith Aug 25 at 12.30 
Off Rec, Salish 


Josep, E Cotstox ristol, Auctioneer Aug 29at1 Off 
Bank k chmbrs, Corn st, Bristol 

Kwiaur, Joun, Derby, Painter Aug 2iat12 Off Rec, St 
James’s chmbrs, Derby 

Lacey, W1ii1aM Sreipiey, Fowey, Teacher of Music Aug 
24 at 11.30 Off Rec , Boscawen st, Tru 

Levo1, Josern Levy, Paddi Aug 
27 at 2.30 Bankruptcy , Care 

Levy, ALEXANDER, Maida Vale Aug A at 11 Bankruptcy 
bid Carey st 


Aug 24at1l1 29, “Queen st, Cardiff 

McPuersoy, Jouy, Carlisle, Sheep Dealer 

12, Lonsdale st, Carlisle 

Mecsox, Freperick, Wakefield, Cattle Dealer Aug 21 at 
10 Off Ree, Bond terrace, Wakefield 

Mitxer, Writiam Ricnarp, Westbury upon Trym, Im- 
PO eristel Aug 29 at 12.30 Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, Corn 
et, Bristol 

Moncrinrr Sead Srvart, Brompton, Spinster 
at 12 Bankruptey bid Carey st ” 

Parker, Wit.iam, Brentford, Bui der Aug27at 3 Off 
Ree, 95, Temple chmbrs, aes, Temple avenue 

PunxixcTox, Francis, t’s Park, Iron Merchant 

24 ing ‘pulowee beam lk bldgs, Carey st 

gn tn rseller Aug v4 at 12.30 Off 
1 Borviiige ot. Le st, Leicester 

me, Cuantes Heart, Truro, Baker Aug 24 at 1 

Re or - wen st, Truro waa i‘ 
BERTS, ELIZABETH, = Paternoster row, Widow ug 

Ban d st 


S0at 11 
tractor Aug 29 at 
Bristol 


Aug 25 at 2 30 


Aug 27 
Qu ve 


Rogers, ig LIAM Cees, 
at 3.1 Off Rec, Bank'chmbrs, Com st, 

Roski.y, omens James, Rone as Clerk 
Aug 30 at 2.30 Bankruptcy Mage Dare 

Sarp, Samuxt Ronert Amy, Hill, ritopenaker Aug 31 
at12 Bankruptey bldgs, Carey st 

Surrey, Anrnvur, Chi e, Electrical Engineer Aug 28 
at 2.30 te be Carey st 

Suoat, Epwix Deut, _ Stickdresser Aug 29 at 11 
Bankruptcy bid 

Brack, WiniiaM, ¥ ‘akefiel « dies Victualler Aug 24 
at12 Off Rec, Bond ter, Wakefield 

So.omon, I, Covent bg om a Dealer Aug 29 at 2.30 


Bankruptcy a a 
Bulder Aug 2i at 11 Of Reo, 





— no pene ey, 
k row, Leede 


Lock, = Parmer, and Jouy Same, Cardiff, Painters | 


The tlloning amend notice is ouritntel for that pub- 
lished in the London Gazette of the 10th Aug :— 


Tasns, Joun, pcr ord, Mantle Manufacturer Aug. * at 

1.30 24, Railway app, London Bridge Sept 4 
ADJUDICATIONS. 

Acsoare, Seams, Tay Clerk Derby Pet Augi3 Ord 

Bac or, Lox ano, Nottingham, Boot Seller Nottingham 


Aug 13 Ord Aug 13 
Baxen Cuar.rs, 47% Innkeeper Northallerton Pet 
il 


Ord Aug 14 
may + Sulsten, Builder Salford Pet May5 Onl 
Aug 15 ; 
Bent, Guenes J a. ‘Weston super Mare, Sawyer Bridg- 
water Pet A Ord Aug 11 


Br ayron, Geanes © ruta, een Fruiterer Roches- 
ter 
Brewer, Foones Ly, Th Truro 
Pet Augi4 Ord A 
eet me Reem 5 adeworth, Boot Dealer Birm- 
ug 
Daven yon Lianelly, Grocer Gur’ Conmeitiinn Pet Aug 13 
Ord Aug 13 
Davee, Si Jou, ge ae Butcher Liverpool Pet Aug 15 
Davies, Jom Tenby, Builder Pembroke Dock Pet Aug 
14 
Davis, Tuomas Burress, Degen, Solicitor High Court 
Pet July 19 Ord Aug 15 
Davis, Woo.r, Whitechapel, aot Manufacturer High 
Court Pet Augi3 Ord A , 
Eastuent, Acpert WILLIAM, , Wilts, Dairyman 
Salisbury Pet July 21 Ord Aug ll 
Sunes Am Curdiff, Builder Cardiff Pet July 25 
ug 14 
Poems, Jat Joux T, Swanage, Grocer Poole Pet July 27 Ord 
enn Joux Wituasm, Bradford, Fish Salesman 
Bradford Pet Augi13 Ord Aug 13 
Goopmax, Wit11am, Leicester, Tailor Leicester Pet Aug 
11 Ord Aug 13 
Haraisox, ALEXanpeR Gaaypoy, Lancaster, Licensed 
Victualler Pet July 14 Ord Aug 15 
es = > Rocer, , Grazier Pet Aug 14 
ug 15 
Hvpsox, Joux, Sete Tailor Scarborough Pet 
Augi5 Ord A 
Jernarp, Frayct cis Serand, 2 Barrister at law High Court 
Pet June ll 4 
Jonny Jou, Aberech er Portmadoc Pet July 37 
cae, = » ~ Bag Derby, Painter Derby Pet Augi3 Ord 
Lace W Wituiam Sreiecey, new) Teacher of Music 
| Truro Pet Aug 13 Ord Ave 
Lave, Smee Maida V; High Court Pet July 17 
| ug 15 
Lock, Jounx ape Day =, Cardiff, Painters 
| Cardiff uy ug 14 
McKewsxy, Wit.ian, peters Overlooker 


Barnsley, 
| Pet Aug 13 Ord A 
Monae, Ee Roasts, Manchesten ipletare Dealer Man- 


Pet July 30 Ord Aug 15 : 
Mowe, Base, ee a eee High Court Pet 
Morgaten, Tuomas coe Grocer Wigan Pet 


Pi | . St Paper Hang Wands- 

| Pivcuam pees, a 

worth Pet A Ord Aug 14 

co, Se ® at, Traro, Baker Truro Pet Aug 

nar ss Narwy Our Ourver, Osactt, Joiner Dewsbury Pet 
3 

Rovears, Agruaur aes. Old oval st, Accountant 
h Court July 7 ‘Ord Aug 15 

Roveverrs, Pamir Jous Lye Whitechapel, Metal 

Founder High Court Pet Aug? Ord Aug i4 
Bc meas | ey High Holborn, seas Frame Maker 


Pet Aug 11 to |, Sa 
Owl ange wah 


Saaw, Noaxax MeLeup, 

Maker Ulverston Pet ~ + + 
Suerrarp, ene Pewsey, Grocer 

18 Ord Aug 18 
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Tit.orsox, Jonx Gronce, Leeds, Carting ne Leeds 
Pet Augil Ord Aug 11 

Torietp, Kate M Gurren, Datchet, Widow Windsor 
Pet July4 Ord A 

Veernvis, Geranv Mv -- : _ 4 peinahem, Merchant Bir- 
mingham Pet July 27 Ord Aug 13 

Wesrucrvaxp, Joux, Liverpool, Butcher Liverpool Pet 
Aug7 Ord Aug 14 

Whitt.e, Joux, Oxford st, Ladies’ Tailor High Court 
Pet Aug15 Ord Aug 15 

Wituiamsox, Tromas, Wisbech, Farmer King’s Lynn 
Pet July 21 Ord Aug 13 

Winrerixcnau, Groror, Engineer 
July 10 Ord Aug 15 

Wisr, Antnun, Sedgley Dudley Pet Aug 13 Ord Aug 13 


The following amended notice is substituted for that 
published in the London Gazette of the 7th August: 
Masuirer, Jony, Urswick, Farmer Ulverston Pet July 
19 Ord Aug 2 
London Gasette.—Tvursvay, Aug. 21. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Autorr, Freperick Tuomas, and Caries 
_ “aren Dyers Oldham Pet Aug 15 


Southampton Prt 


ALLOTT, 
Ord 


Aug 

Baker, “g Bridgwater, Painter Bridgwater Pet Aug 
16 Ord Aug 16 

Banrow, Josnva, Coventry, Tailor Coventry Pet Aug 16 

Aug 16 

Beecn, Matruew, Harrogate, Auctioneer York Pet Aug 
15 Ord Aug 15 

Boyce, Hexry, Jewry st, Chemical Merchant High Court 
Pet July 25 Ord Aug 16 

Couixce, Josern, meamipet, 
Augi7 Ord Aug 17 

Coxoy, Jonyx ——, — 
Pet Aegi7 Ord Aug! 

Cutuunowortn, WILLIAM Danson k, and James Morea, 

is, Tinners Leeds Pet Aug. 17 Ord Aug 17 


Daur, fone Leicester, Confectioner Leicester Pet Aug 
17 Ord Aug 1 

Epwarps, Joux, Bradford, Chairmaker 
Augi5 Ord Aug 15 

Evans, Eowarp, Swansea, Blacksmith Swansea Pet Aug 
17 Ord Aug 17 

Go.psenrG, Josern, Leeds, Boot Manufacturer Leeds 
Augl0 Ord Aug 13 

Govtp, Any, Burton on Trent, 
Pet Augi6 Ord Aug 16 

Hamuenton, Emma Matitpa, Birmingham, Lodging house 
K Birmingham Pet Augi6 Ord Aug 16 

eds,Grocer Leeds Pet Augié Ord 


Plumber Liverpool Pet 


Upholsterer Manchester 


Bradford Pet 


Pet 
Grocer Burton on Trent 


HEnaGuan, JAMES, 
Aug 16 

Jones, Daviv Jouy, Pontardawe, Metal Merchant Swansea 
Pet Aug 16 Ord Aug 16 

Jongs, Lewis, and Tuomas Davies, a, 
Merthyr Tydfil Pet Aug2 Ord Au 

Lamp, Wituiam, Durbam, Builder Dur! ind Pet Aug 17 

Aug 17 

Mitcarnsoy, Wiii1aM, Bolton, Cumbrid, Farmer 
Pet Au Ord Aug 16 

Nicsors, Witit1am, Shipdham, Innkeeper Norwich Pet 
Augis Ord Aug 18 

Payne, Atrrep Joun, Bristol, Watchmaker Bristol Pet 
Augi7 Ord Aug 17 

Pia, Tuomas, South Shielde, Builder Newcastle on Tyne 
Pet Aug 3 Ord Aug 16 

a> —— Shildon, Saddler Durham Pet Aug 17 


7 
Sinechee Heseet, Leola, Tailor Leeds Pet Augi7 Ord 
ug 17 
Suerrarp, Atrrep Briutey, Whiteparish, Grocer Salis- 
bury Pet Augi6é Ord Aug 16 
Sxe.toy, Natuaniet Joux, Westminster High Court 
Builder 


Builders 


Carlisle 


Pet April 20 Ord Aug 16 
Spruit, Geonce Tuomas, Kingston upon Hull, 
Kingston upon Hull Pet Augi16 Ord Aug 16 
Srreeter, Heaxry James, Brighton, Waiter Brighton 
ug17 Ord Aug 17 
Tuomas, Davin, Cp wae Glam, Draper Pontypridd 
Pet Aug 17 Ord Au 
Tuomas, Janes, Lianboidy, Draper 
Aug 17 Ord Aug 17 
Trarrorp, WILLIAM a High Court Pet July 16 
Aug 16 
Vem) onan Jou, Yeovil, Miller Yeovil Pet Aug17 
Warp, Jouy, Scarborough, Furniture Remover 
borough Pet Augi6é Ord Aug 16 
Wunnsh Benxsamix, Brick lane, Woollen Merchant 
High Court Pet June 15 Ord Aug 16 
Pet Aug 17 
Pet Aug 14 


Ord 
Scar- 


Ware Tuomas, Winchester Winchester 
Ord Aug 17 

Woop, yor Leeds, Decorator Leeds 
Ord Aug 14 

Wienniiun. Wis. Handsworth, Commercial Traveller 
Birmingham Pet July 19 Ord Aug 17 ‘ 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Bacow, Leoxarp, Nottingham, Bootseller Aug 28 at 12 
Off Rec, St Peter’s Charch walk, Nottingham 

Baxer, Jouy, Bridgwater, Painter Auz 28 at 11 
Arms Hotel, Bridgwater 

Bartow, Josuva, Coventry, Tailor Aug 28 at 12 
17, Hertford st, Coventry 

Beecu, Matruew, Harrogate, Auctioneer Aug 
Off Rec, 28, Stonegate, York 

Bewss, Pasir Stupwe.t, Halesworth, Tailor 
330 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 

Bowes, Hitt Horpes, Walsall, Harness Manufacturer 
Sept 5at 11.30 Off Ree, Walsall 

Baipowater, CHAaRLes Henry, West Bromwich, Butcher 
Sept 12 at 10.45 County Court, West Bromwich 

Batoutes, Cuaries Ricnarp, Barnes, Manager of Music 
Hall Aug 29 at 11.30 24, Railway approach, London 
Bridge 


Bristol 
Off Ree, 
30 at 12.50 
Aug 


28 at 


Pembroke Dock Pet 





 Sensenaiads Wituram, and Agraur CHaries 5 tre 
King Somborne, Grocers Aug 29 at 3 Off Rec, 4, 
East st, Southampton 

Brows, CLARA, Bradford, Widow Aug 28 at 11.30 Off 
Ree, 31, Manor row, Bradford 

Cappy, Josian, Handsworth Aug 30at 11 23, Colmore 
row, Birmingham 

Dat z, Joun, Leicester, Confectioner Aug 28 at 3 Off Rec, 

1, Berridge st, Leicester 

DAnies, EmiLy Mary, Bath, Boot Dealer Sept 29 at 3.30 
Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, Corn st, Bristo 

Davres, James, Lianelly,Groeer Aug 29 at 12 Off Rec, 
11, Quay st, Carmarthen 

Epwarps, Jouy, Bradford, Chairmaker 
Rec, 31, Manor row, Bradford 

Evans, Jonny Bamrorp, Aberayon, Draper 
Aberavon 

France, Mary Exvizanetu, Dewsbury, Spinster Aug 28 at 
3 Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, Batle ey 

Gieac, Wiiu1aM, Poplar, Baker Aug 29 at11 Bankruptcy 

rey st 

Gixy, pape Jayne Tate, Leytonstone, School Pro- 
prietor Aug 28at3 Southend 

Go.pserc, Myer, Walthamstow, Hat  eemeal Aug 
29 at 2.30 Bankruptcy bldgs, Care gE 

Gooprysoy, Jony Wittt1am, Bradford, Fish — ‘eree Aug 

Licensed 


Batli Off Ree, 31, Manor row, Bradford 
Harrison, ALEXANDER Graypox, Lancaster, 
Victualler Sept 21 at 2.30 Off Rec, 14, Chapel st, 
Preston 
2at3 Off Rec, 


Hazvenurst, Eowarp, N Oldham Aug 
Aug 28 at 12.30 Off 


Off 


Aug 29 at 12 


Aug 29 at 11 


Bank chmbrs, Queen st, Oldham 

Houmwes, Rocer, Harby, Grazier 

, Berridge st, Leicester 
—— Joan ibe Oxford, Jeweller Aug 29 at 12 Off Rec, 
xfo 

Juaains, Frepericx, and Joun James Corcuin, North- 
ampton, Shoe Manufacturers Aug 29 at 12.30 North- 
ampton 

Kent, Wittiam JAmEs, Rhyl, Draper Aug 29 at 2.30 
Crypt chmbrs, Cheste 

Mepopines, Ernraim, Oniow, Farmer Sept 7 at 3.30 Off 
Rec, Wolverhampton 

Metnnanpt, Morirz, Manchester, Picture Dealer Aug 28 
at 3 Manchester 

Mircuixsos, Wii1AMm, Bolton, Cumbrid, Farmer Aug 31 
at12 12, Lonsdale st, Carlisi isle 

Mirsne., Georcr, Sunderland, Shipowner Aug 28 at 4.30 
Off Rec, 25, Jobn st, Sunderland 

Moss, Isaac, Charing Cross rd, Clothier Aug 30 at 2.30 
Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Paumer, Wiiu1am Joun, Cambridge, Stationer Aug 29 at 
12 Off Ree, 5, Petty Cury, Cambridge 

Puitiirs, Tuomas, Birmingham, Hatter Aug 31 at 12 
a ng =) Carey st 

Pixcuam, Wavter, Wandsworth, Paperhanger 
12 24, Railway orp London Brid 

Scuorcu, Bernuarp, High Holborn, Picture Frame Maker 
Aug 31 at 2.30 Ban A... bldgs, Carey st 

Sueprparp, Atrrep Braimiey, Whiteparish, Grocer Aug 28 
at 12.30 Off Rec, Salisbury 

Situ, James, Lewes, Greengrocer Aug 29at3 17, High 
st, Lewes 

Veennvis, Genarp Mutter, eninge. 1 Merchant Aug 
30 at12 23, Colmore row, Birming 

Warp, Josian, Lowestoft, Chemist Aug 28 at3 Off Rec, 
8, King st, Norwich 

Warernovse, Joux, Oldbury, Tobacconist Sept 12 at 10.30 
County Court, West Bromwich 

Waterman, WiLL1AM Henny, *s Arms yard, Architect 
Aug 31 ‘at 11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Weston, Sturt Peet, Brighton, t Dealer Aug 28 at 
2.30 Off Rec, 24, Railway app, London Bridge 

Wuire, Cuarsss,  Wolverhen pen! Nickel Plater Sept 7 

Aug 28 at 10.30 Off Rec, Dud- 


Aug 29 at 


at 3 Off Ree, Wolverhampton 
Wise, Artuur, Sedgley 
ley 
The followinz amended notice is substituted a that pub- 
lished in the London Gazette of Aug 17 
Beckett, E, Fulham, Gent Aug 27 at 11 
bldgs, Carey st 


Bankruptcy 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


Freperick Tuomas, and CHarves 
Dyers Oldham Pet 


ALLOTT, 
Aug 15 Ord 


Pet Aug 


ALLOTT, 
Saddleworth, 
Aug 15 

Baxer, Joun, Bridgwater, Painter Bridgwater 
16 Ord Aug 16 

Bartow, — a, Coventry, Tailor Cuventry Pet Aug 16 
Ord "Aug 17 

Breca, Marrasw, Harrogate, Auctioneer York Pet Aug 
15 Ord Aug 15 

BLAKEMORE, FLrorence Emity, Wolverhampton, Drysalter 
Wolverhampton Pet July 30 Ord Aug 16 
Bowes, Hitt Horpen, Walsall, Haroess Manufacturer 
alsall Pet July 12 Ord Aug 17 

Butter, Cuaries, Bath, Restaurant Keeper Bath Pet 
July 17 Ord Aug 16 

Capsy, Josian, Handsworth Birmingham Pet July 31 
Ord Aug 18 

CuLtincworts, W1LL1aM Frepenick, and James Morcay, 
Leeds, Tinners Leeds Pet Augi7 Ord Aug 17 

Date, Joux, Leicester, Confectioner Leicester Pet Aug 
15 Ond Aug 17 

Eowarps, Joux, Bradford, Chairmaker Bradford Pet 
Aug 15 Ord Aug 15 

Evans, Eowarp, Swansea, Blacksmith Swansea Pet Aug 
17 Ord Aug 17 

Fietrcuer, Toomas Watter Watkin, Leeds, Commission 
Agent Leeds Pet July7 Ord Aug 14 

Grertoy, Auicta Racuer, Hasting«, Spinster 
Pet June 25 Ord Aug 16 

Hewacuan, James, Leeds, Grocer Leeds P. t Aug 16 


Aug 16 
Hears, Tuomuas, Old Jewry, Auctioneer High Court Pet 
Ord Aug 16 
ul Mercha rt 


Hastings 
Ord 
July 7 


Jones, Davin Jouy, Pontardawe, Mct: 
sea Pet Augi6 Ord Aug 16 


Swa1- 








Jones, Lewis, and Tuomas Davizs, te Builders 
Merthyr Tydfil Pet Aug2 Ord Au Fe A 

Joyce, te, Oxford, Jeweller ‘ord Pet July 27 
0: ug 18 

Lams, bet ar Chester le Street, Builder Durham Pet 
Augi7 Ord Aug 17 

Mitcurnsoy, Witu1am, Bolton, Cumbs, Farmer Carlisle 
Pet Aug 16 Ord Aug 16 

Nicnois, Wii.1am, Shipdham, Innkeeper 
Augi7 Ord Aug 18 

Paver, Witiram Jony, Snes, Stationer Cambridge 
Pet "Aug 15 Ord Aug : 

——- Atrrep Jonn, Bristol, Jeweller Bristol Pet Aug 
17. Ord Aug 17 : 

Samrie, Joun, ~~ Shildon, Saddler Durham Pet Aug | 
17 Ord Aug 1 

Séndhase Setter, Leeds, Tailor Leeds Pet Aug 17 
Ord Aug 17 

Sueruarv, Atraev Brimey, a Grocer BSalis- ~ 

Pet Aug 16 Ord Au 
nomas Goprrey, Gosw a, Linen Draper High | 
Pet June 28 ‘Ord Aug 16 

Spruit, George Tuomas, Kin er} upon Hull, Builder 
Kingston upon Hull Pet im Ord Aug 16 

Srreerer, Henry James, Brig ion, Waiter 
Tet Augi7 Ord Aug 17 

wer Surbiton, Hairdresser High Court Pet April | 
6 


Aug 16 
Tay wy Pavt, Birmin, i Carpet Factor B'rmingham 
u 
Pontypridd 


Norwich Pet 


Samira, 
Co 


Pet July 23 Ord Aug 1 
Tuomas, Davin, ee Glam, 
Pet Aug17 Ord Aug 17 
Vickery, James Joun, Yeovil, Miller Yeovil 
Aug 17 
Waryxweiaat, Samvet Westey, Shepherd’s Bush, Tobacco- 
nist High Court Pet June 25 Ford Aug 16 
Warp, Jony, Scarborough, Furniture Remover Scar- 
borough Pet Aug16 Ord Aug 16 
Warp, Jostan, Lowestoft, Chemist Great Yaamouth Pet | 
Aug 17 Ord Au 7 
Wuire, Cu a ton, Nickel Plater Wolver- © 
3.0 Aug 16 


hampton Pet Au 
Woop, Witiiam, Leeds, Painter Leeds Pet Augi4 Ord © 


Aug 14 


SALES OF ENSUING WEEK. 


Aug. 30.--Messrs. Stimson & Sons, at the Mart, E.C., 
20 Pelock, Improved Rentals and Reversion to Freehold 
Ground-rent (see advertisement, this week, p. 4). 

Aug. 31.—Messrs. Baxer & Sons, at the Mart, E.C., at? 

o'clock, a Freehold Marine Residential Estate’ (see 
advertisement, this weck, p. 4). 


Tailor 


Pet Aug 17 : 








Subscription, PAYABLE IN ADVANCE, which in- 
cludes Indexes, Digests, Statutes, and Post- 
age, 52s. WEEKLY REPORTER, in wrapper, 

6s. ; by Post, 28s. Sottcrrors’ JOURNAL, 

26s. Od. ; by Post, 28s. Od. Volumes bound 
at the office—cloth, 2s. 9d., halt law calf, 
5s. 6d. 


Where difficulty is experienced in procuring the 
Journal with regularity, it is requested that: 
application be made direct to the Publisher. 

‘All letters intended for publication in the | 


‘ Solicitors’ Journal” must be authenticated | 
by the name of the writer. 





‘EDE AND SON, 


ROBE Seto MAKERS, 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT 


To Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of 
Judicial Bench, Corporation of London, &c. 


ROBES FOR QUEEN’S COUNSEL AND BARRISTERS. © 


SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 
Law Wigs and Gowns for Registrars, To 
Clerks, and Clerks of the Peace. 
Corporation Robes, University and Clergy Gow 
ESTABLISHED 1689. 


94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON, 


TREATMENT OF INEBRIETY. 


DALRYMPLE HOM 
RICKMANSWORTH, HERTS. 
For Gentlemen, under the Act and privately. 
For Terms, &c., apply to 
R. WELSH BRANTHWAITE, 
Medical Superintendent. 


r 


Brighton | 








